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FOREWORD 

This  volume  is  the  third  in  a  series  of  investigations  relating 
to  problems  in  the  field  of  school  administration  in  Colorado.   Tvra 
•orevious  studies,  "The  Effect  of  Blanket  Tax  Limitations  Upon  the 
Revenue  of  School  Districts  in  Colorado,"  and  "The  Application  of 
Selected  State  Aid  and  State  Equ?^lization  Plans  to  Public  Education 
in  Colorado,"  have  already  been  completed.   This  third  study  called 
"The  Range  of  Educational  Opportunities  in  Colorado"  presents  an 
analysis  of  the  nature  and  extent  of  educational  inequality  in  the 
state,  presented  from  the  standpoint  of  factors  relating  to  school 
administration  and  school  personnel. 

The  study  was  conducted  as  W.P.A.  Project  543,  sponsored  by  the 
State  Department  of  Education.  The  work  has  been  directed,  and  this 
report  was  prepared  by  Dr.  Arnold  E.  Joyal,  assisted  by  Mr.  Ered  Braun, 
Mrs.  Grace  Shaw,  Mrs.  Mae  Slianley,  and  I.Irs.  Olive  Long.  Work  on  the 
project  was  conducted  during  the  year  1935  by  a  staff  of  about  fifty 
clerical  and  statistical  workers. 

■This  report  presents  i/\*iat  is  probably  the  most  complete  statistical 
picture  of  public  education  in  Colorado  thus  far  developed.   The  report 
is  divided  into  three  principal  parts:   an  introductory  statement,  in 
which  the  problem  is  set  forth;  a  discussion  of  factors  w'  ich  relate  to 
school  administration;  and  a  discussion  of  factors  which  relate  to  school 
Personnel.   The  data  in  the  study,  dravm  from  official  county  super- 
intendents reports,  clearly  indicate  that  there  is  a  very  vjide  range  of 
educational  opportunity  in  this  state.   Some  boys  and  girls  in  certain 
districts  have  excellent  oriportunities  for  a  large  amount  of  high  quality 
education.  At  the  other  extreme  there  are  many  boys  and  girls  who  have 
very  little  opportunity  for  adequate  education. 

The  district  unit  of  administration  is  shown  to  be  one  of  the 
principal  causes  for  this  v;ide  range  of  educational  opportunity.  Many 
different  bases  for  comparison  are  utilized  in  the  study  and,  district 
by  district,  data  on  these  various  bases  are  analyzed  and  presented 
in  summary  form. 

This  report  should  be  es"necially  interesting  and  valuable  to 
those  citizens  of  Colorado  who  are  concerned  with  the  welfare  of  the 
\  public  schools.   The  findings  presented  in  the  study  should  be  a 

o     challenge  to  the  people,  in  view  of  the  fact  that  our  State  Constitution 
\n  provides  in  Article  IX,  Section  2  that  "the  general  assembly  shall,  as 

<y  soon  as  practicable,  provide  for  the  establishment  and  maintenance  of  a 

~^  thorough  and  uniform  system  of  public  schools  throughout  the  state." 
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Inez  Johnson  Lewis 
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THE  RANGE  OF  EDUCATIONAL  OPPORTUNITIES 
IN  COLOPaDO 


CHAPTER  I 
INTRODUCTION 

The  State  School  System  in  Colorado  is  an  example  of  both  good  and 
bad  practice  in  School  Administration.   As  a  result  the  range  of  educa- 
tional opportunities  available  to  the  boys  and  girls  of  the  state  is 
very  great.   In  some  school  districts  educational  opportunities  compare 
favorably  with  the  best  that  any  community  in  the  United  States  offers. 
In  a  few  school  districts  conditions  are  about  as  bad  as  the  worst.   In 
Denver,  Colorado  Springs,  and  other  fortunate  communities,  some  children 
attend  school  in  buildings  which  are  veritable  palaces.   They  receive 
instruction  from  teachers  whose  salaries  are  good,  vmose  security  is 
guaranteed,  and  whose,  standards  of  training  and  professional  conduct 
are  the  very  highest.   In  certain  rural,  isolated  coiTimunities  in  back- 
ward counties  in  the  state,  children  attend  school  in  buildings  which 
are  mere  shacks  and  receive  instruction  from  teachers  vho   have  had 
little  professional  training,  receive  ridiculously  low  salaries,  and 
are  frequently  incompetent.   The  citizens  of  Colorado  should  ask  them- 
selves this  question:   "Why  should  there  be  this  extreme  range  of  educa- 
tional opportunities  in  the  state?  How  does  it  happen  that  our  state 
may  be  saic-  to  contain  examples  of  the  best  and  the  worst  in  public 
education?" 

The  Principal  Causes  of  Educational  Inequality 

Expressed  in  simple  terms,  there  are  three  principal  causes  of  this 
strange  condition.   The  three  causes  or  factors  which  produce  these 
unequal  conditions  are  as  follows:   First,  variations  in  the  educational 
burden  v;hich  falls  upon  particular  districts.   Second,  variations  in 
taxable  wealth  of  the  districts,  and  third,  variations  in  the  effort 
which  districts  put  forth  to  provide  public  education.   These  three 
factors  explain  present  conditions.  While  there  may  be  other  minor 
causes,  to  understand  the  implications  of  these  three  factors  is  to 
know  the  answer  to  the  question  stated  above. 

Some  students  of  school  administration  would  contend  that,  in 
reality,  there  is  only  one  basic  cause  of  Colorado's  problem  of  in- 
equality, namely,  the  district  system  of  school  administration.   Colo- 
rado does  have  an  administrative  organization  which  includes  a  host  of 
small  local  units  of  school  control.  Colorado  does  have  too  many  school 
districts  -  probably  ten  or  twenty  times  as  many  as  are  needed.   Utah, 
the  next  door  neighbor,  has  40  districts,  Colorado  h£s  2,056.   These 
districts  are  of  all  sizes  and  shapes.   Most  of  them  are  veiy  small. 
Certainly,  it  is  true  that  when  administrative  districts  are  made  larger 
the  variations  and  inequalities  become  relatively  less  important.   But 
Colorado  has  the  system  embodied  in  its  Constitution,   The  district 
system  appears  to  be  indelibly  stamped  on  the  pattern  of  local  govern- 
ment.  There  appears  to  be  no  immediate  prospect  of  change.   For  these 
reasons  the  basic  cause,  if  it  is  the  district  system,  is  assumed 
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to  be,  at  least  for  the  present,  a  factor  which  cannot  be  directly  con- 
trolled. Attention  in  this  study  is  focused  on  the  variations  which 
exist  within  and  among  these  2,056  school  districts. 

Evidences  of  the  tremendous  range  of  opportunity  in  the  public 
schools  of  these  many  districts  and  the  resultant  inequalities  to  boys 
and  girls  as  well  as  to  taxpayers  may  be  found  on  every  hand.   Perhaps 
the  most  obvious  evidence  is  the  wide  variation  in  tax  rates  for  schools. 
Some  communities  pay  several  times  as  high  rates  as  others  for  the  same, 
or  perhaps,  inferior  services.   Expenditures  for  public  education  are 
another  very  obvious  evidence.   Expenditures  per  unit  vary  widely.   Some 
communities  spend  several  times  as  much  money  per  student  as  other  com- 
munities do,  yet  often  the  community  which  spends  relatively  more  money 
has  an  inferior  school.   Indebtedness  is  staggering  in  some  districts, 
while  other  communities  are  free  of  debt.   Yet,  the  debt-ridden  coimnunity 
may  have  a  miserable  building  and  the  debt-free  community  a  palatial  school 
house.   Perhaps  more  important  than  any  of  these  evidences  is  the  striking 
difference  observed  in  the  quality  of  the  teaching  personnel;  their  cer- 
tification, professional  training,  and  salary.   One  ma3/  mention,  in  addi- 
tion, the  lenrth  of  the  school  year  as  an  evidence  of  inequality.   Some 
communities  have  six  months  of  school;  other  communities  have  nine  or  ten 
months  of  school. 

How  are  these  differences  explained?  Why  are  they  permitted  to  con- 
tinue to  exist?  Are  such  conditions  necessary  and  desirable?  What  can 
be  done  to  eliminate  them  if  they  are  undesirable? 

Statement  of  the  Problem  _of  This  Study 

This  study  is  designed  to  answer  such  questions  as  have  been  raised 
in  the  preceding  paragraph.   The  general  question  which  will  be  answered 
is  this:  How,  and  to  what  extent  do  educational  opportunities  in  Colo- 
rado vary  and  what  is  the  reason  for  the  variation?  Answers  will  be 
sought  to  such  specific  questions  as  the  following: 

(1)  What  is  the  ran£-e  of  educational  opportunities  in  the 
state  school  system  with  regard  to  tax  rates,  salaries, 
expenditures,  indebtedness,  valuation  of  property,  and 
training  and  certification  of  teachers? 

(2)  How  do  the  several  counties  of  the  state  compare  on  the 
bases  mentioned? 

(3)  Can  anything  be  done  to  remedy  this  undemocratic  situation? 

Delimitation  of  the  Study 

The  study  will  be  limited  to  a  consideration  of  data  for  the  years 
1933-34.   In  most  cases  it  will  consider  all  the  counties  of  the  state 
except  Denver,  which,  because  of  its  wealth,  favorable  geographical 
location,  and  large  population,  does  not  always  lend  itself  to  compar- 
ative study.   In  some  tables  Denver  is  included.  However,  Denver  County 
has  very  obviously  the  most  outstanding  county  school  system  in  the  state. 
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The  coui.ty  consists  of  just  one  school  district,  admittedly  t.  superior 
or.e.   Furthermore,  because  of  the  special  legislation  which  aas  been 
enacted  favorable  to  Denver,  this  county  occupio-s  a  unique  and  most  for- 
tunate situation. 

Sources  of  the  Data  Used  in  the  Study 

All  of  the  facts  cited  in  this  report  were  obtained  from  the  official 
annual  reports  of  County  Superintendents.   These  reports  are  on  file  in 
the  Office  of  the  State  Superintendent  of  Public  Instruction  in  the  State 
Capitol.   The  only  other  sources  of  information  used  in  the  study  are  the 
records  of  the  State  Tax  CoTFiission  and  the  United  States  Census  for  1930. 

Procedure  Followed  in  Making  the  Study 

This  study  was  made  over  a  period  of  about  one  year  by  a  staff  of 
research  workers  which  averaged  about  40  in  number.   The  Counties' 
Superintendents  reports  were  first  duplicated  so  that  o  ready  source 
of  accurate  information  was  alv\?ays  available.   The  tabulations  and 
analyses  in  the  study  were  made  directly  from  the  County  Superintend- 
ents' reports.   Most  of  tlie  inf orm. tioji  in  the  study  was  compiled 
merely  by  tabulating  original  source  mf.-terials.   Thus,  while  the  re- 
port is  comprehensive,  the  procedurj  followed  is  relatively  simple. 

Justification  for  the  Study 

The  Office  of  the  State  Superintendent  of  Public  Instruction  is 
understaffed.   Never  in  the  past  has  there  been  opportunity  to  make 
extensive  tabulations  and  studies  of  the  data  collected  from  County 
Superintendents.   These  county  reports  provide  a  valuable  source  of 
information,  which  in  organized  form  ought  to  be  available  to  citizens. 
Publicity  with  respect  to  the  facts  on  this  problem  stimulate  counties 
and  localities,  if  not  the  state  itself,  to  action.   Legislators  should 
hcve  this  type  of  data  readily  available.   City  and  County  Superintend- 
ents should  know  how  their  counties  and  school  districts  compare  v;ith 
others.   Committees  of  the  Colorado  Education  Association  frequently 
need  this  type  of  information.   Teachers  lvA   prospective  teachers  should 
knov;  what  the  state  system  is  like.   Probably  one  reason  why  these  great 
differences  in  educe tional  opportunity  continue  to  exist,  yetr  after 
year,  is  bectuse  only  a  relatively  few  people  in  the  state  understand 
the  true  state  of  affairs.   Generfilly,  the  few  people  who  know  the  true 
facts  f'nd  ref;l  needs,  are  powerless  to  do  much  to  improve  conditions. 

Additional  Materiel  Available  at  the  State  Superintendent' s  Office 

Originally  it  was  planned  to  use  data  for  both  1933-34  and  1934-35 
in  this  report.   However,  during  the  course  of  the  study  (November,  1935 
to  November,  1936)  it  was  not  possible  to  get  complete  and  accurate  re- 
ports for  1934-35.   Four  counties,  in  particular,  held  up  the  work. 
Hence,  since  the  preparation  of  this  report  involved  a  considerable 
task,  it  was  bound  to  be  impossible  to  wait  for  these  1934-35  data.  The 
completed  tables  for  1934-35  are  now  available  in  typed  form  at  the 
Office  of  the  State  Superintendent  of  Public  Instruction,  127  State 
Capitol,  Denver.   All  original  tabulations  for  both  years  are  on  file, 
also. 
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CHAPTER  II 

SOME  EVIDENCES  OF   EDUCaTIOFAL  11^ QUALITY: 
VARIATIONS  IN  FACTORS  RELATING  TO  ADMI LUSTRATION 


The  State  of  Colorado  is  divided  into  63  counties.   Eacii  of  these 
counties  is  further  sub-divided,  for  purposes  of  school  administration, 
into  local  school  districts.   In  1933-34  there  were  2,050  school  dis- 
tricts in  the  state  including  joint  districts.  Many  of  these  local 
administrative  units  were  very  small.   Over  a  tnousand  of  them  were 
organized  to  operate  and  control  a  single  one-room  school. 

It  has  long  been  recognized  by  students  of  the  problem  that  the 
district  system  of  school  administration  in  its  extreme  form  is  bad. 
Perhaps  the  district  system  should  be  singled  out  as  the  primary  cause 
of  the  tremendous  range  of  educational  opportunity.   But  the  system  is 
a  part  of  the  or.'janic  law  of  the  state.   It  has  been  established  by 
over  sixty  years  of  practice.   Doubtless  it  will  be  very  hard  to  change 
the  system.  What  are  the  facts  v;ith  reference  to  the  number,  type, 
size  anu  importance  of  Colorado's  school  districts? 

Number  and  Type  of  School  Districts  in  Colorado 

Table  I,  which  follovjs,  presents  in  summary  form,  a  statistical 
picture  of  the  number  and  type  of  school  districts  in  Colorado  in 
1934.  The   number  of  districts  in  1936-37  has  not  changed  appreciably. 
In  1935-35,  for  example,  there  were  2,051  districts  as  compared  with 
2,050  for  1933-34.   The  total  of  2,050  districts  included  48  county 
and  union  high  school  districts,  and  counted  joint  districts  only  once. 
Excluding  these  48  county  and  union  high  school  districts  (there  were 

TABLE  I 

NUMBER  mD   TYPE  OF  SCUOOL  DISTRICTS, 
1934 


Type  and  Class    :  Number  of  Districts     :    Percentage  of 
of  Districts : in  Colorado : Districts 

Regular 

1st  Class  36 

2nd  Class  78 

3rd  Class  1834 

Joint 

1st  Class  0 

2nd  Class  5 

3rd  Class  49 

High  School 

County  24 

Union  24 

Total  2050                    100.0 
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89. 
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0 
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2 

4 

1 

2 

1 

2 
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and  still  are  24  of  each)  there  were  2,002  regular  school  districts.   A 
joint  district  is  a  district  i-jhich  lies  in  tv;o  or  Tnore  counties.   For 
bookkeeping  purposes,  joint  districts  are  treated  as  if  the  part  of  the 
district  lying  in  each  county  were  a  separate  district. 

In  Colorado,  school  districts  are  classified  into  three  classes. 
First-class  districts  are  those  districts  whicn  have  1,000  or  Tiore 
children  of  school  age.   School  age  is  six  to  tvienty  years,  inclusive. 
Tnere  were  36  first-class  districts.   Second-class  districts  have  from 
351  to  999  children  of  school  age.   There  were  78  suc.i  districts. 
Third-class  districts  have  350  or  fev/er  cnildren  of  school  age.   There 
v;ere  1,83"*  such  districts. 

Table  A,  on  pages  50  and  51  of  the  Appendix,  presents  these  data 
detailed  by  counties. 

High  School  Districts 

The  statutes  provide  for  the  organization  of  two  types  of  high 
school  districts.   One  type  is  the  so-called  "County  High  School  Dis- 
trict".  There  are  24  counties  in  Colorado  which  are  organized  under 
the  lavj  for  county  high  school  purposes.   These  counties,  together  with 
the  location  of  the  main  high  school  plant  (several  county  high  schools 
nave  branch  schools)  are  as  follows: 

TABLE  II 
COmnr  HIGH  SCHOOLS  IN  COLOriADO.   1936 


County 


Location  of  School 


County 


Location  of  School 


Bent 

Cheyenne 

Custer 

Douglas 

Eagle 

Garfield 

Gilpin 

Gu;,,nison 

Huerfano 

Jackson 

Las  Animas 

Logan 


Las  Anii.ias 

Cheyenne  V/ells 

VJestcliff 

Castle  Rock 

Gypsum 

Glemvood  Springs 

Central  City 

Gunnison 

Walsenburg 

lYalden 

Trinidad 

Sterling 


Mineral 
Montrose 
Ouray 
Phillips 
Pitkin 
Rio  Blanco 
Rio  Grande 
Si: gu a  one 
Stn  Juan 
Sedpv^a.  ck 
VJas  ling  ton 
Yuma 


Creede 

Montrose 

Ouray 

Holyoke 

Aspen 

Meeker 

Monte  Vista 

Saguache 

Silverton 

Julesburg 

Akron 

Wray 


There  are  tVenty-four  Union  High  School  Districts.   These  high  school 
districts  are  made  up  of  a  group  of  contiguous  elementary  school  districts 
banded  together  for  the  purpose  of  mairttaining  a  high  school  as  a  joint 
enterprise.   The  individual  districts  in  a  union  maintain  their  idehtity 
for  elementary  school  purposes,  but  are  considered  a  unit  f'or  the  adminis- 
tration of  a  union  high  school.  Some  union  high  school  districts  have 
only  a  few  districts  in  the  unions.   Union  number  one  in  Baca  County  has 
two.   Others  have  a  rather  large  number  of  member  districts,  as  for  exam- 
ple Yuma  Union  which  has  22.   Table  III  lists  the  Union  High  Schools  in 
the  state  and  gives  their  location. 
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TABLE  III 
UNION  HIGH  SCHOOL  DISTOICTS  IN  COLORADO.  1936 


County  and 
Name  of  District 


Location  of  School 


;    County  and    : 

;Name  of  District:  Location  of  School 


Adams 


Huerfano 


Union  ^'1 
Union  #3 

Baca 

Union  ^'l 

Elbert 
Union  jf'l 
Union  ;,-2 
Union  ;;'^3 
Joint  Union 


El  Paso 
Union  jj-l 


Adams  City 
Westminster 


Springfield 


Elizabeth 

Simla 
Agate 
Limon 


Calhan 


Garfield 

Carbondale  Union  Carbondale 

Grand  Valley  Union  Grand  Valley 

Rifle  Union  Rifle 

Silt  Union  Silt 


Grand 


Union  #1 


Kreramling 


Union  #1 

La  Veta 

Lincoln 
Union  #1 

Limon 

Union  ,/-£ 

Hugo 

Mesa 

Collbran  Union 

Collbran 

Fruita  Union 

Fruita 

Pitkin 

Basalt  Union 

Eagle 

Prowers 

Union  #1 

Granada 

Union  #2 

Lamar 

Union  #3 

Holly 

Routt 

Union  #1 

Hayden 

Union  #2 

McCoy 

Yuma 

Union  #1 


Yuma 


Size  of  Scnool  Districts  in  Colorado 

The  school  districts  of  Colorado  myy  be  classified  according  to  size 
on  several  different  bases.   In  this  study  data  are  included  in  their 
size  in  terms  of  (1)  school  census,  (2)  enrollment,  (3)  average  daily 
attendance,  and  (4)  number  of  teachers  and  administrators. 


Table  IV 
were  availabl 
in  terms  of  t 
of  children  6 
summary  table 
there  were  53 
in  the  distri 
393  districts 
age  resiaent 
districts  are 


presents  the  distribution  of  1,984  districts  for  which  data 

e  (there  were  18  districts  for  which  data  were  not  available) 

heir  sciiool  census  in  1933-34:.   School  census  is  the  number 

to  20  years  of  age,  inclusive,  in  the  district.   This  is  a 

for  the  state  as  a  whole.   It  is  evident  in  this  table  that 

districts  which  had  only  one,  two,  three  or  four  children 

ct.   In  122  districts  there  were  from  5  to  9  children.   Only 

in  the  entire  state  had  as  many  as  100  children  of  school 
in  the  district.   Thus,  it  is  very  clear  that  most  school 
small  in  terms  of  the  school  census. 
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TABLE  IV 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  DISTRICTS  IN  TERMS 
OF  SCHOOL  CENSUS.   1934* 


School  Census    :    Number  of  Districts   :  Percentage  of  Districts 

1-4  53 

5-9  122 

10  -  14  177 

15  -  19  189 

20  -  24  167 

25  -  29  161 

30  -  34  114 

35  -  39  112 

40  -  44  100 

45  -  49  63 

50  -  74  219 

75  -  99  114 

100  or  over  393 

Total  1984                    100.0 
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8. 

4 

8. 

1 

5, 

8 

5. 
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5. 

0 

3. 

2 

11. 

0 

5. 

8 

19. 

8 
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Excluding  Eighteen  districts  which  maintain  no  school  or  for  which  data 
were  lacking. 

The  above  table,  as  was  noted,  is  a  summary  table  for  the  state  as 
a  whole.  Many  readers  are  interested  in  these  same  data  for  individual 
counties.   For  that  reason  a  county  table  givirog.  the  same  data  as  con- 
tained in  this  and  most  subsequent  summary  tables  in  the  study  has  been 
ill  eluded  in  the  Appendix.   Each  of  the  tables  giving  county  data  is  two 
pages  in  length:   consequently  these  tables  take  up  a  good  deal  of  space. 
In  each  case,  as  the  summary  table  is  presented,  a  reference  will  be 
made  in  the  text  to  the  table  in  the  Appendix.   The  i^-ppendix  tables  are 
lettered  alphabetically  and  appear  in  the  same  order  as  the  summary 
tables  do  in  the  main  body  of  the  study. 

Table  B,  which  is  in  the  Appendix  on  pages  52  and  53,  presents  the 
detailed  data  by  counties.   It  corresponds  to  Table  IV. 

In  terms  of  enrollments,  also,  Colorado's  rchool  districts  are 
small.   Table  V,  on  the  next  page,  presents  a  comparable  distribution 
for  enrollments.   Comparing  Tables  IV  and  V  inoicate  that,  as  might  be 
expected,  the  districts  s'^em  even  smaller  when  this  latter  measure  is 
used.   There  were  88  districts  w  d ch  had  an  enrollment  in  school  of  one, 
two,  three,  or  four  pupils.   A  total  of  265  had  from  5  to  9  pupils  and 
255  more  districts  had  from  10  to  14  pupils.   Thus  609  districts  had 
an  enrollment  of  less  than  15  pupils.   Three  hundred  districts  tjnr oiled 
100  or  more  pupils,  vvhich  was  15.46^  of  all  districts. 

Table  C  in  the  >ippendix,  pages  54  and  55,  presents  these  same  data 
by  counties. 
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TABLE  V 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  SCHOOL  DISTRICTS  IN 
TERMS  OF  ENROLIMENT.   1934* 


1  - 

4 

5  - 

9 

10  - 

14 

15  - 

19 

20  - 

24 

25  - 

29 

30  - 

34 

35  - 

39 

40  - 

44 

45  - 

49 

50  - 

74 

75  - 

99 

100  or  over 

Enrollment  in  District  :  Number  of  Districts'*'  :  Percentage  of  Districts 

88  4.54 

266  13.71 

255  13.15 

254  13.09 

165  8.51 

111  5.72 

91  4.69 

67  3.45 

57  2.94 

48  2 . 47 

150  7.73 

88  4.54 

300  15.46 

Total 1940 100.00 

*Excluding  sixty- two  districts  for  which  data  were  lacking,  or  which 
maintained  no  school. 

Doubtless  the  reader  noted  that  in  terms  of  enrollments  the  districts 
appeared  to  be  even  smaller  than  in  terms  of  the  school  census.   When 
average  daily  attendance  is  considered  the  districts  seem  to  be  still 
smaller.   Table  VI  presents  a  distribution  in  terms  of  A.  D.  A.   It  will 
be  noted  that  there  were  157  districts  which  had  an  A.  D.  A.  of  less  than 
5.00;  358  with  an  A.  D.  A.  of  from  5.00  to  9.99;  and  313  with  an  A.  D.  A. 
of  from  10.00  to  14.99.   Thus,  a  total  of  1,128  districts  had'  an  A.  D.  A. 
of  less  than  15.   This  total  of  1,128  (A.  D.  A.)  compares  with  609  (enroll- 
ment) and  352  (census)  in  the  preceding  summary  tables* 

Table  D,  on  peges  56  and  57,  present  the  data  detailed  by  counties. 

TABLE  VI 
DISTRIBUTION  OF  SCHOOL  DISTRICTS  IN  "EERMS  OF  A.D.A.  1934* 

Average  Daily  Attendance  :  Number  of  Districts*  :  Percentc.ge  of  Districts 

0  -  4.99  157  8.1 

5  -  9.99  358  18.5 

10  -14.99  313  16.2 

15  -19.99  207  10.7 

20  -  24.99  136  7.0 

25  -  29.99  107  3.3 

30  -  34.99  73  3.8 

35  -  39.99  70  3.6 

40-  44.99  51  2.7 

45-  49.99  29  1.5 

50-  74.99  118  6.1 

75  -  9  9.99  80  4.2 

100  or  over  232  12.1 

Total  1931  100.0 " 


'Seventy-one  districts  for  which  data  were  not  available, 
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In  terms  of  the  number  of  teachers  employed,  the  school  districts 
of  the  state  are  again  shown  tc  be  very  small.   Table  VII  shows  the 
distribution  of  school  districts  in  terms  of  the  number  of  teachers 
and  administrators  employed. 

TABLE  VII 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  DISTRICTS  IN  TER^IS   OF  NUMBER  OF 
TEACHERS  AfJD  AailNISTRATORS.   1934* 


Number  of  Teachers    :      Number  of 
and  Administrators    :      Districts 


One  1013 

Two  379 

Three  166 

Four  96 

Five  49 

Six  53 

Seven  27 

Eifht  22 

Nine  18 

Ten       ,  14 

Eleven  13 

Twelve  8 

More  than  Twelve  83 

Total  1941                  100.0 


Percentage 

of 

Districts 

52 

2 

19, 

5 

8. 

6 

4, 

9 

2. 

5 

2. 

7 

1. 

5 

1. 

1 

9 

7 

7 

4 

4. 

3 

* 


Sixty  districts  for  which  data  were  not  available 


This  table  shoves  that  there  were  1,01£  districts  which  had  only  one 
teacher,  379  which  had  two  teachers,  and  166  which  had  three  teachers. 
Thus,  over  80  per  cent  of  all  school  districts  in  the  state  had  one,  two, 
or  three  teachers. 

Table  E  in  the  /appendix,  pages  58  and  59,  lists  these  same  data  as 
shown  in  Table  VII,  by  counties* 

The  Large  Number  of  One-Teacher  Schools 

In  Table  I  it  may  have  been  noted  that  1,883  of  the  school  districts 
were  third-class  districts.   Many  of  these  districts  are  very  small  both 
in  population  and  in  area.   Just  how  small  the  schools  which  are  located 
in  third-class  districts  really  were  in  1934  may  be  indicated  by  a  series 
of  tables.   Table  VIII  indicates  the  distribution  of  all  third-clifs districts 
which  contained  one-teacher  schools  by  the  number  of  such  schools  con- 
tained therein.   Of  the  1,883  third-class  districts  in  the  state,  1,016 
were  organized  to  maintain  a  single  one-teacher  school.   This  vjas  76.3 
per  cent  of  all  districts  which  contained  one-teacher  schools.   It  will  be 
noted  also  that  there  were  164  districts  in  the  state  which  maintained 
two  one-teacher  schools;  461  which  maintained  thrae  one-teacher  schools, 
and  27  which  maintained  four  or  more  such  schools.   Fifty-nine  districts 
maintained  a  single  one- teacher  school  and  one  or  more  larger  schools. 
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Table  F  in  the  Appendix  presents  thQ  same  date,  by  oquutlea.   Pag-ee 
60  and  Gl. 

TivBLE  VIII 

DISTRICTS  WHICH  CONTAIN  ONE- TEACHER  SCHOOLS,  BY  NUMBER  OF  SUCH 

SCHOOLS  IiidiilOTAll^JED.      1934 


Number  of  Districts 

Pcircentar^j  of 

Districts  wiaicn  hova 

Cont.sininp.  One-TGCChJr 

Districts  containing 

One -Te-..  Cher  Schools 

Schools 

Ont,-T.i.Ci-..;r  Sonools 

Districts  with   only 
One-l\:oCher  Schools 


One  one- tet Cher  school 
Two  on3-ter;cher  schools 
Throe  one-te'-iChar  schools 
Four  or  more  one-te-^cher 
schools 


1016 

164 

46 

27 


76.3 

12.3 

3.5 

2.0 


Districts  with  one  or 
more  larger  schools  end 
tlso  ono- teacher  schools 
as  follows: 


One  onj-terchsr  school 
Two  one- tet- Cher  schools 
Three  one- teacher  schools 
Four  or  more  one- teacher 
schools 


59 

15 

2 


4.4 

1.1 

.2 

.2 


Total  One-Taacher  Schools 


100.0 


The  enrollment  in  one-teachor  schools,  also,  is  generally  small. 
Table  IX  pr^ssents  the  facts  regarding  thos::  enrollments.   Tna  tr.  ble  is 
read  as  follows:   Ther^;  vjere  9  districts  in  the  strt.j  which  maintained 
a  school  for  just  one  pupil.   Fourteen  districts  ma-intain'-..G  a  school  for 
tv;o  pupils,  etc.   It  may  be  noted  that  over  50  per  cent  of  the  1,301  one- 
teacher  schools  included  in  tiiis  table  were  organized  for  15  or  f^wer 
pupils  in  enrollment.   It  should  bo  notea  that  this  tablti  deals  with 
enrollments  and  not  mth  --.verage  daily  attendance.   Tne  tcble  includes 
all  one-teacher  schools  in  tne  state  for  v;hich  data  were  avJiilable. 

Table  G  on  pages  62,  63,  64  and  65  of  the  appendix  details  this 
same  information,  by  counties. 
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T^LE   IX 

DISTOIEUTION  OF  0NE-TEaCT3ER   SCHOOLS  IN 
TERMS   OF  EriROLIMENT.       1934^ 


Enrollment   in  One- 
Taacher  Districts 


Nuiaber  of 
Districts 


Percentr.^e   of 
Districts 


One 
Two 
Three 
Foiir 
Five 
Six 
Seven 
Eight 
Nine 
Ten 

Eleven 
Twelve 
Thirt^^en 
Fourteen 
Fifteen 
16-20 
21-25 
26-30 

Over   thirty- 
Total 


9 

14 
22 
43 
41 
39 
60 
61 
72 
43 
55 
61 
55 
49 
65 
233 
147 
86 
147 

1301 


.7 

1.1 
1.6 
3.3 
3.1 
3.0 
4.6 
4.7 
5.5 

*^  .  lJ 

4.2 

4.7 

4.2 

3.7 

5.0 

17.9 

11.4 

6.6 

11.4 

100.0 


Thirty-one  districts  for  which  data  v/ere  not  availc-.ble. 
Counties  Which  Hr.ve  Many  Small  Schools 

There  ere  17  counties  in  the  state  which  had  in  1934,  10  or  more 
districts  contc ining  10  or  less  units  of  average  daily  attendance. 
Table  X  lists  these  17  counties.   In  these  17  counties  there  were  a 
total  of  1,066  districts,  of  which  325  h^'d  an  A.  D.  A.  of  10.00  or 
less.   The  table  indicates  the  distribution  of  the  schools  of  the 
county  according  to  their  average  daily  attend^-nca. 


Weld  County  had  the  larg-.st  number  of  districts.   Th^re  were  23 
very  small  schools  in  the  136  subdivisions  in  that  county.   Las  Animas 
County  is  shown  to  have  had  four  districts  vath  fewer  thon  two  pupils 
in  average  daily  attendance.   Forty- three  of  the  124  districts  in  that 
county  had  an  average  daily  attendance  of  10  or  less.   Yuma  County  had 
118  districts,  many  quite  small.   Chaffee  County  had  3  schools  with 
1.00  pupil  in  avenge  daily  attendance  -  or  less.   These  three  dis- 
tricts must  have  had  only  one  pupil  each.   Evidently  the  one  pupil  was 
absent  occasionc lly. 
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TABLE  X 

DISTI?IBUTIO\T  OF  SCHOOL  DISTRICTS  FL.VING  ii.D.A.  OF  TEN  OR 
LESS,  IN  SE^'ENTEEN  SELECTED  COUNTIES  OF  COLORADO.   1934* 


Dist: 

ribut 

ion 

by  Average  ] 

Daily 

iittendance 

: Total: 
:10  or: 

Total 

County 

0.- 

:1.01 

:2.01 

:3.01: 

4.01 

5.01 

:6.01 

:7.01 

:8.01 

9.01 

Number 

1.00 

:2.00 

:3.00 

:4.00. 

5.00 

6.00 

:7.00 

8.00 

:9.00 

lOJOO 

: under : 

Dists. 

Weld 

4 

6 

4 

1 

5 

3 

23 

136 

Los  >uainiLs 

4 

3 

4 

3 

6 

6 

6 

7 

4 

43 

124 

Yuma 

4 

5 

6 

6 

g 

4 

5 

39 

118 

Kit  Carson 

1 

1 

3 

2 

1 

3 

7 

5 

23 

83 

Washington 

1 

1 

1 

3 

2 

4 

11 

3 

26 

86 

Routt 

1 

2 

6 

5 

•i 

1 

4 

23 

46 

Doug-las 

2 

1 

1 

3 

3 

2 

3 

2 

17 

33 

Elbert 

2 

4 

1 

1 

1 

1 

2 

12 

47 

Garfield 

3 

2 

2 

1 

2 

'± 

16 

43 

Log-an 

1 

1 

1 

3 

2 

3 

4 

15 

59 

Moffat 

1 

2 

1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

2 

15 

37 

Lincoln 

1 

1 

1 

3 

4 

1 

2 

13 

45 

Bent 

1 

1 

3 

3 

4 

1 

13 

39 

Boulder 

2 

4 

4 

1 

1 

2 

14 

56 

Chf  ffee 

3 

2 

3 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

13 

25 

Phillips 

1 

2 

2 

]_ 

1 

3 

10 

38 

Prowers 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

10 

51 

Total 

T; 

12 

17 

32 

34 

43 

41 

47 

51 

4'± 

325 

1066 

Eleven  districts  for  v;hich  no  data  were  available. 

Variations  in_  Educational  Burden 

Ks   was  pointed  out  in  the  Introduction  to  this  study,  there  are  three 
principal  factors  to  bo  considered  in  studying  educational  inequalities. 
The  first  of  these  factors  is  variations  in  the  "burden"  of  education. 

Variations  in  Number  of  Children 


The  relative  number  of  children  in  any  particular  county  is  obvious- 
ly an  important  matter  in  fixing  the  cost  of  education  in  tnat  area.   The 
ratio  of  school  population  to  adult  population  is  generally  referred  to 
as  the  educational  "load"  or  "burden*'.   Table  XI  shows  how  this  load  is 
distributed  among  the  several  counties.   These  figures  for  1930  which 
show  the  percent-ge  of  school  population  (children  6-13  years  of  age) 
to  the  total  population,  are  the  most  useful  ones  available  for  compar- 
ing one  county's  burden  with  another.   It  is  true  that  the  figures  would 
be  somewhat  more  accurate  and  meaningful  if  the  school  population  could 
be  compared  with  only  the  number  of  wealth  producing  adults.   But  even 
with  this  rough  measure  of  variability  it  is  evident,  relatively  speaking, 
that  there  were  nearly  two  and  one-half  times  as  many  school  children  in 
Conejos  and  Costilla  Counties  as  there  zva   in  San  Juan  County.   Compared 
with  the  rest  of  the  state,  San  Jnr.n,   Denver,  Gilpin,  Hinsdale,  and  Mineral 
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Counties  had  rather  light  educetionrl  loads;  Conejos  and  Costilla  had 
her.vy  ones.   It  is  especially  sig'nif icsmt  that  several  counties  nad 
about  twicc  the  co  iparable  number  of  children  to  educate  as  others. 

Unfortunately,  data  on  this  factor  are  not  available  for  individual 
districts  as  the  U.  S.  census  is  not  taken  by  school  districts.   Were 
such  data  available  the  variations  would  be  shovi^n  to  be  much  more  ex- 
treme than  indicated  in  Table  XI.   The  table,  which  follows  on  the  next 
two  pages,  is  read  as  follows:   In  x-.dams  County  in  1930  there  were  20,245 
people.   Of  these  people,  3,033  were  6  to  13  years  of  age.   Thus  15  per 
cent  of  the  population  was  of  elementary  school  age.   This  is  109  per 
cent  of  the  state  average.   In  other  words,  Adams  County  is  9  per  cent 
over  the  average  for  the  state  (which  is  called  the  normal  amount,  or 
100  per  cent)  as  shovm  i::  the  total  for  the  state  at  the  bottom  of  the 
table. 
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TOTAL  POPULATION,   POPULATION  AGE  6-13,   iVND  PERCEN1AGE 
'vmiCH  SCHOOL  POPULATION  IS  OF   TOTAL  POPULATION,    BY 

COUI\TTIES.       1930* 


Numb< 

3r  of 

Per  Cent  of 

Per  Cent  of 

County- 

Children 

Children 

Normal 

Total 

6  to 

13 

6  to  13 

Number  of 

Population 

yrs. 

(inc.) 

yrs.  (inc. ) 

Children** 

Adams 

20 

245 

3 

033 

15.0 

109 

Alemosa 

8 

602 

1 

291 

15.0 

109 

Arapahoe 

22 

647 

3 

168 

14.0 

102 

Archuleta 

3 

204 

527 

16.4 

119 

Baca 

10 

570 

1 

808 

17.1 

124 

Bent 

9 

134 

1 

427 

15.6 

113 

Boulder 

32 

456 

4 

380 

13.5 

98 

Chaffee 

8 

126 

1 

074 

13.2 

96 

Cheyenne 

3 

723 

634 

17.0 

123 

Clear  Creek 

2 

155 

243 

11.3 

82 

Conejos 

9 

803 

1 

814 

18.5 

134 

Costilla 

5 

779 

1 

073 

18.5 

134 

Crowley 

5 

934 

1 

Oil 

17.0 

123 

Custer 

2 

124 

275 

12.9 

94 

Delta 

14 

204 

2 

216 

15.6 

113 

Denver 

287 

861 

30 

773 

10.7 

78 

Dolores 

1 

412 

199 

14.1 

102 

Douglas 

3 

498 

471 

13.5 

98 

Eagle 

3 

924 

518 

13.2 

96 

Elbert 

6 

580 

1 

004 

15.2 

110 

El  Paso 

49 

570 

5 

647 

11.4 

83 

Fremont 

18 

896 

2 

539 

13.4 

97 

Garfield 

9 

975 

1 

386 

13.9 

101 

Gilpin 

1 

212 

127 

10.5 

76 

Grant 

2 

108 

271 

12.85 

94 

Gunnison 

5 

527 

735 

13.3 

96 

Hinsdale 

449 

49 

10.9 

79 

Huerfano 

17 

062 

2 

936 

17.2 

125 

Jackson 

1 

386 

177 

12.8 

93 

Jefferson 

21 

810 

2 

902 

13.3 

96 

Kiowa 

3 

786 

• 

643 

17.0 

123 

Kit  Carson 

9 

725 

1 

729 

17.8 

129 

Lake 

4 

899 

630 

12.85 

94 

La  Plata 

12 

975 

1 

970 

15.2 

110 

Larimer 

33 

137 

4 

825 

14.6 

106 

Yd    ,Vi. 
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Nuiriter  of 

Fer  Cent  of 

Per  Cent  of 

County 

Children 

Chiildren 

Normal 

Total 

B  to  13 

6  to  13 

N"amber  of 

ropulation 

yrs.  ( inc. ) 

yrs.  ( inc. ) 

Children 

Las  Animas 

36 

O08 

5 

998 

16.7 

121 

Lincoln 

7 

850 

1 

388 

17.7 

128 

Logan 

19 

946 

3 

481 

17.5 

127 

Mesa 

25 

908 

3 

842 

14.8 

107 

Mineral 

640 

68 

10.6 

77 

Moffat 

4 

861 

754 

15.5 

112 

Montezuma 

7 

798 

1 

251 

16.0 

116 

Montrose 

11 

742 

1 

934 

16.5 

120 

Morgan 

18 

284 

2 

966 

16.2 

117 

Otero 

24 

390 

3 

894 

16.0 

116 

Ouray 

1 

784 

201 

11.3 

82 

Park 

2 

052 

236 

11.5 

83 

Phillips 

5 

797 

910 

15.7 

■  114 

Pitkin 

1 

770 

199 

11.2 

81 

Prowers 

14 

762 

2 

355 

16.0 

116 

Pueblo 

66 

038 

8 

681 

13.1 

95 

Rio  Blanco 

2 

980 

411 

13.8 

100 

Rio  Grande 

9 

953 

1 

624 

16.3 

118 

Routt 

9 

352 

1 

360 

14.5 

105 

Saguache 

6 

250 

952 

15.2 

110 

San  Juan 

1 

935 

153 

7.9 

57 

San  Miguel 

2 

184 

333 

15.2 

110 

Sedgwick 

5 

580 

926 

16.6 

120 

Summit 

987 

125 

12.6 

91 

Teller 

4 

141 

472 

11.4 

83 

Washington 

9 

591 

1 

691 

17.6 

128 

ViJeld 

65 

097 

10 

805 

16.5 

120 

Yuma 

13 

613 

2 

355 

17,3 

125 

Total 


1  035  791 


142  870 


13.8 


100 


Data  based  on  1.   S.  Census  Bureau  figures  for  193'^ 

"^^Normal  number  of  children  is  interpreted  to  be  the  average  for  the  state 
as  a  whole;  i.e.  13.8^  of  the  population.   This  resulting  figure  is 
obtained  by  dividing  the  county  per  cent  by  the  state  per  cent  and  mul- 
tiplying by  100.   For  Adams  County  109  is  15,0  divided  by  13.8  and  mul- 
tiplied by  100. 


16 
Variations  in  Atility  of_  Districts 
to  Svr^pori  Education 

Variations  in  Assessed  Valuations 

The  most  obvious  and  perhaps  the  best  single  index  of  a  school  dis- 
trict's ability  to  support  a  school  program  is  the  relative  amount  of 
taxable  wealth  which  it  includes.   In  Colorado  local  property  is  the  tax 
base  for  the  support  of  about  97^  of  the  cost  of  public  schools.   Districts 
which  include  larre  amounts  of  such  taxable  real  and  personal  property  in 
proportion  to  the  number  of  children  to  be  educated  are  fortunate.   They 
can  raise  large  amounts  of  money  v/ith  v;hich  to  support  their  schools. 
When  the  amount  of  taxable  property  per  child  in  the  district  is  small 
the  district  is  handicapped-- it  can  raise  relatively  small  amounts  of 
money  from  its  school  taxes,  even  though  the  rates  are  high. 

The  following  several  tables  clearly  indicate  the  extent  to  which 
these  variations  existed  in  19Z3-34.   Several  bases  for  comparison  are 
used,  as  follows:   (1)  assessed  valuation  per  census  child;  (2)  assessed 
valuation  per  pupil  enrolled  in  school;  (3)  assessed  valuation  per  unit 
of  average  daily  attendance;  (4)  assessed  valuation  per  classroom  unit; 
(5)  assessed  valuation  per  ^1,000  of  bonded  debt,  and  (6)  the  range  be- 
tween the  assessed  valuation  per  unit  of  A.  D.  A.  of  tie  richest  and 
poorest  district  in  each  county,  by  class  of  district. 

Table  XII  lists  the  distribution  of  districts  in  terms  of  their 
assessed  valuation  per  census  child  (children  6-20  yeqrs  of  age,  inclusive, 
resident  in  the  district.  )   T}ie  table  shows  that  at  one  extreme  there  vrere 
55  districts  in  the  state  in  1933-34  which  had  less  than  $1,000  of  tax- 
able property  per  census  child.   This  was  2.7  per  cent  of  all  school  dis- 
tricts.  At  the  other  extreme  thcru  were  28  richest  districts  which  had 
$;50,000  or  over  per  census  child.   Over  half  of  all  districts  had  between 
42,000  and  ^6,000  of  taxable  property  per  census  child  in  1933-34. 

TABLE  XII 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  SCHOOL  DISTRICTS  IN  TER?^  OF  ASSESSED 
VALUATION  PER  CENSUS  CHILD,  BY  COUNTIES.   1934* 

Assessed  Valuation    :       Number  of       :      Percentage  of 
per  Census  Child \ Districts \ Districts 

Under  $1  000                     55  2.7 

304  15.0 

632  31.2 

436  21.5 

219  10.8 

104  5.1 

174  8.6 

48  2.4 

15  .7 

12  ,6 

28  1.4 

Total 2  _02_7 100.0 

'Including  joint  districts  counted  in  each  county.   Twenty-nine  districts 
for  which  dataware  not  available. 


1 

000 

-  1  999 

2 

000 

-  3  999 

4 

000 

-  5  999 

6 

000 

-  7  999 

8 

000 

-  9  999 

10 

000 

-19  999 

20 

000 

-  29  999 

30 

000 

-  ^9  999 

40 

000 

-49  999 

;50 

000 

or  over 
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Table  H  which  may  be  found  on  p?ff-s  G6  and  67  of  the  Appendix  dis- 
tributes the  valuations  per  census  child  by  counties. 

A  soinevjhat  better  index  than  one  based  on  C'c^nsus  children  may  be 
obtained  by  using  enrollments.   The  school  census  bears  no  necassary 
relationship  to  a  district's  need  for  education.   It  is  theoretically 
possible  to  have  a  number  of  persons  enumerated  in  the  school  census 
yet  none  at  all  enrolled  in  school.   All  the  census  children  may  be 
either  graduates  of  high  school  or  over  the  legal  age  for  compulsory 
attendance  and  hence  not  in  school.   Table  XIII  pr-.:;sents  a  aistribution 
of  districts  comparable  to  the  one  listed  above  but  i  i  terms  of  enroll- 
ments. 

Table  XIII  shows  that  there  are  34  districts  with  assessed  valuations 
per  pupil  enrolled  of  less  than  |l,000  and  45  with  ^50,000  or  over.   Ob- 
viously many  districts  are  50  times  as  able  to  support  a  given  school 
program  as  are  many  other  districts.   As  a  matter  of  fact  some  districts 
are  gOO  times  as  rich  as  others  in  terms  of  this  measure,   Vifithin  the 
lowest  and  highest  classifications  in  this  table  there  are,  of  course, 
wide  variations.   Several  districts  have  over  ^200,000  of  assessed  valua- 
tion per  pupil  enrolled,  for  example. 

TA3LE  XIII 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  SCHOOL  DISTRICTS  IN  TERMS  OF  ASSESSED 
VALUATION  PER  PUPIL  ENROLLED,  BY  COUNTIES.   1934* 

Assessed  Valuation     :      Number  of      :     Percentage  of 
^ per  Pupil  Enrolled ; Districts ; Districts 

34  1.7 

132  6.7 

470  23.8 

388  19.7 

281  14.2 

171  3.7 

332  16.8 

75  3.8 

31  1.6 

13  .7 

|50  000  or  over                      45  2.3 

Total 1  972     100.0 

*Thirty-one  districts  for  \\rhich  data  were  not  available. 

The  detailed  county  distributions  which  present  these  same  data  are 
in  Table  i  on  pages  68  and  69  of  the  Appendix. 

A  still  better  measure  of  the  variation  in  assessed  valuatioiis  among 
school  districts  is  reflected  in  tables  which  utilize  average  daily  attend- 
ance as  an  index.   Average  daily  attendance  includes  only  those  pupils  wlio 
are  actually  in  attendance  at  school.   Certainly  it  is  a  fairer  index  of 
need  of  support  than  is  either  census  child  or  enrollment.   For  that  reason 
a  table  is  included  to  present  th.j  variations  and  range  of  inequalities  on 
this  basis. 


Under 

$   1 

000 

1  000  - 

1 

999 

2  000  - 

3 

999 

4  000  - 

5 

999 

6  000  - 

7 

999 

8  000  - 

9 

999 

10  000  - 

19 

999 

20  000  - 

29 

999 

30  000  - 

39 

999 

40  000  - 

49 

999 

10 


Table  XIV  presents  the^e  data.   It  is  interpreted  in  precisely  the 
seme  manner  as  are  the  tables  just  described.   In  this  table  one  may 
observe  variations  of  over  100  to  one.   (T\e  distribution  is  made  with 
a  larfe  number  of  catec^ories  to  emphasize  the  ran^e  of  inequalities  of 
financial  ability.)   Eighteen  districts  have  assessed  property  per  A.D.A. 
of  less  than  $1,000  whereas  19  districts  have  over  it?100,000  of  such  tax- 
able property. 

T/iBLE  XIV 
DISTRIBUTION  OF  DISTRICTS  IN  TERMS  OF  ASSESSED  VALUATION  PER  A.D.A.  1934 


Assessed  Valuation   :      Number  of  ;       Percentage  of 

per  Unit  of  A.  D.  A.   : Districts* ; Districts 

18  .9 

74  -3.7 

165  8.4 

190  9.6 

194  9.8 

163  8.3 

138  7.0 

147  7.5 

102  5.2 

92  4.6 

279  14.0 

147  7.4 

89  4.5 

35  1.7 

34  1.7 

25  1.3 

12  .5 

9  .5 

9  .5 

7  .4 

5  .3 

3  .2 
5  .5 

4  .2 

1  .05 

5  .3 

2  .1 

19  1.0 

Total 1  975 100.0    

*Twenty-nine  districts  for  v;aich  data  were  not  available. 

In  Table  J   on  pares  70  and  71  in  the  Appendix  tnese  same  datn  are 
detailed  by  counties.   In  t;iis  county  table  the  categories  are  somewhat 

different  from  the  ones  in  the  above  st-.te  suiTinary  table.   This  less 
detailed  classification  is  made  necessary  by  limitations  of  space?. 


U] 

ider  - 

$  1 

000 

1 

000  - 

1 

999 

2 

000  - 

2 

999 

3 

000  - 

3 

999 

4 

000  - 

4 

999 

5 

000  - 

5 

999 

6 

000  - 

6 

999 

7 

000  - 

7 

999 

8 

000  - 

a 

999 

9 

000  - 

9 

999 

10 

000  - 

14 

999 

15 

coo  - 

19 

999 

20 

000  - 

24 

999 

25 

000  - 

29 

999 

30 

000  - 

34 

999 

35 

000  - 

39 

999 

40 

000  - 

44 

999 

45 

000  - 

49 

999 

50 

000  - 

54 

999 

55 

000  - 

59 

999 

60 

000  - 

64 

999 

65 

000  - 

69 

999 

70 

000  - 

74 

999 

75 

000  - 

79 

999 

80 

000  - 

84 

999 

90 

000  - 

94 

999 

95 

000  - 

99 

999 

$100 

000  - 

or 

over 

r 
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The  very  best  index  yet  devised  for  expressed  need  for  education 
is  the  clessrooin  unit.   While  it  is  less  e&sily  understood  th^n  any  of 
the  three  measures  utilized  in  the  three  preceding  tables  it  is  the  most 
meaningful  to  any  worker  in  the  field  of  school  finance.   Table  XV  pre- 
sents the  distribution  of  districts  in  terms  of  variations  in  assessed 
valuations  per  classroom  unit.   Using  this  most  relirble  of  indices  of 
need  the  range  in  ability  to  support  schoo]s  is  shown  to  be  quite  great. 
Thirty-three  districts  fall  in  the  category  "under  $20,000  per  classroom 
unit"  and  123  in  the  category  "over  ^300,000  per  classroom  unit".   If 
these  123  richest  districts  were  further  analyzed  it  would  be  found  that 
the  range  would  be  several  times  as  great  as  this  table  indicates. 

Tcble  K  in  the  Appendix,  details  the  data  by  counties  and  further 
emphasizes  these  extreme  variations,  on  pages  72  and  73. 

TABLE  XV 

DISIEIBUTION  OF  SCHOOL  DISTT^ICTS  IN  TERMS  OF  ASSESSED 
V/J.UATION  PER  CIASSROOM  UI'JIT,  BY  COUNTIES.   1934* 


Assessed  Valuation 
per  Classroom  Unit 


Number  of 
Districts 


Percentage  of 
Districts 


Less  than  |20  000 
20  000  -   39  000 


40  000 
60  000 
80  000 
100  000 
140  000 
180  000 
222  000 
260  000 


59  000 
79  000 
99  000 
139  000 
179  000 
219  000 
259  000 
299  000 


$300  000  or  over 

Total 


33 
190 
275 
262 
221 
339 
231 
149 
96 
53 
123 

1  972 


1.7 

9.6 

13.9 

13.3 

11.2 

17.2 

11.7 

7.6 

4.9 

2.7 

6.2 

100.0 


Thirty  districts  for  vjhich  data  were  not  available. 

As  a  final  indication  of  inequality  a  table  is  presented  which 
presents  the  range  between  the  assessed  valuations  of  the  richest  and 
poorest  district  in  each  county  of  the  state  by  class  of  district. 
Table  XVI  which  follows  on  the  next  two  pages  is  read  as  follows:   "In 
1933-34,  in  Adams  County,  the  richest  second-class  district  had  an 
assessed  valuation  per  unit  of  A.  D.  A.  which  was  Hr2,793  greater  than 
that  of  the  poorest  second-class  district  in  that  county.   In  that  same 
county  the  richest  third-class  district  had  an  assessed  valuation 
$72,300  greater  than  that  of  the  poorest  third-class  district."   It  is 
to  be  especii;lly  noted  that  these  figures  are  "per  unit  of  average 
daily  attendance"  and  not  total  assessed  valutitions. 


A  study  of  this  table  brings  out  very  clearly  not  only  the  variation 
among  counties  but  the  extreme  differences  within  counties.   Special 
attention  is  called  to  the  vari?tions  within  Boulder,  Chaffee,  Douglas, 
Gunnison,  Jefferson  and  Lake  Counties.   Contrast  these  figures  with  those 
listed  for  Alamosa,  Conejos,  Dolores,  J;,  ckson,  or  Larimer  Counties.   Must 
the  r-3-:der  not  conclude  th;.  t  the  vrriations  demonstrated  are  very  great 
end  very  general? 


r 
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TABLE     XVI 


R/\NGE  BET^,VEEN  ASS:5SSSD  VALUATION  PER  A.D.A.    OF  RICIffiST  /^ID  POOREST  SCHOOL 
DISTRICTS   IN  TIIE  COimiY,    BY  CLISS  OF  DISTRICT   ''ND  BY  COUITTIES.    1934* 


County 


Range  between  Richest   and  Pom.'-st  Distric" 


;First-class  Dists,, 


Second-clans  Dists,;      Third-class  Dists. 


Adams 

Alamosa 

Arapahoe 

Archuleta 

Baca 


1  771 


2  793 
4  315 
1  753 


?2  300 
_^9  492 
:6C  339 
,32  537 
35  252 


Bent 
Boulder 
Chaffee 
Cheyenne 
Clear  Creek 

Conejos 

Costilla 
Cro^7ley 
Custar 
Delta 


540 


927 


1  659 

1  066 

961 


30  559 

116  790 

112  028 

37  364 

37  297 

17  167 
36  955 
13  797 

18  576 
13  125 


Denver 
Doloros 
Dour las 
Eagle 
Slbert 


14  971 

132  142 

51  491 

75  325 


El  Paso 

Fremont 

Garfield 

Gilpin 

Grand 


653 


6  173 


38  4.56 

34  007 
45  0R3 
41  932 
54  778 


Gunnison 

Hinsdale 

Huerfano 

Jackson 

Jefferson 


2  109 


1  846 


182  262 
15  204 

174  213 
19  G50 

328  311 


Kiowa 

Kit  Carson 

Lake 

La  Plata 

Larimer 


39 


29  P06 
56  255 

217  073 

140  942 
33  001 


i;c;?  X 


R?, 


vse 


Oi-Q 


liut'-i  0  ^jseX 


TCC 


v^<>-      ^ 


Jiodi. 


bW 


C 

nc 


QZ 
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T^J^LE    XVI   (continued) 


RangG  betv/een  richest  and  Poorest  District 


County   :Fir3t-c3.ass  Dists.    : Second-class  Dists.  'Third-class  Dists, 


Las  Animas 

2  474 

Lincoln 

Logan 

Mesa 

Mineral 

Moffat 

Monteziima 

Montrose 

Morgan 

14 

Otero 

1  443 

Ouray- 

Park 

Phillips 

Pitkin 

Prowers 

Pueblo 

37 

Rio  Blanco 

Rio  Grande 

370 

Routt 

Saguache 

San  Juan 

San  Miguel 

Sedg1,^^ick 

Surnmit 

Teller 

Washington 

Weld 

677 

Yuma 

19  im 

500 
2  805 


880 

4-  542 
2  664 

99 
971 

197 


4  812 


4  509 
1  833 


108 

196 

56 

Oil 

91 

5i8 

17 

820 

85 

735 

0(^ 

923 

13 

345 

15 

401 

8 

565 

15 

931 

26 

464 

83 

092 

19 

602 

166 

858 

^0 

273 

169 

178 

30 

'205 

27 

650 

58 

958 

163 

395 

44 

198 

38 

004 

233 

064 

62 

508 

37 

160 

31 

665 

23 

379 

o^i   QOl 


c.i:\'  tie 


^•■v_ 


0R8      ■ 


ifTtujli-ijV 


yn^' 


rx': 


GLC    <^<M 


IV9 


TR 


it'ttaib 


-V:' 


V^'^ 


nc 
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Variations  in  Effort  t_o  Support  Education 

As  v;as  indicated  in  Chapter  I,  one  cause  of  educational  inequality 
is  the  variation  xvhich  exists  in  effort  made  by  local  tax  payers  to  sup- 
port schools.   There  are  wide  variations  iu  factors  which  reflect  effort. 

Tax  Rates  i_n  Colorado  School  Districts 

The  revenue  for  the  support  of  schools  comes  principally  from  the 
special  school  district  tax,  although  every  district  receives  so:ae 
support  from  the  county  general  school  tax.   This  county  tax  for  educa- 
tion is  limited  to  five  mills  and  over  40  counties  levy  the  maximum  rate. 
In  third-class  school  districts  there  is  a  limit  of  20  mills  on  the 
special  district  rate  also.   In  first  and  second  class  districts  there 
is  no  special  school  district  tax  rate  limitation.   1/Vhatever  money  is 
spent  in  the  school  district  over  and  above  the  receipts  of  these  two 
taxes  was  received  from  State  Aid,  tuition,  or  bonds.   In  no  instance 
was  the  proportion  of  such  money  very  great. 

Table  XVII  presents  a  distribution  of  sp-jcial  school  district  tax 
rates  for  the  st.^jtb  as  a  whole  as  they  existed  in  19;  3-34.   This  table 
shows  th;-t  136  Colorado  Sciool  districts  had  special  district  rates  of 
less  than  tv.'o  mills  and  35  districts  had  rates  of  18  mills  or  more.   Most 
districts  h'.d  special  school  tax  rates  of  from  4  to  10  mills.   These  va- 
riations in  rate  reflect  to  some  extent  the  variation  in  effort  to  sup- 
port schools  which  hcd  to  b^  made  in  the  several  school  districts  of  the 
st<-te  in  that  year. 

TABLE  XVII 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  DISTRICTS  IN  TERI\flS  OF  SPECIAL  SCHOOL 
DISTRICT  TAX  PJlTES.   1934 

Special  School    :       Number  of       :      Percent:..ge  of 
Tax  Rate ; Districts ; Districts 

136  6.9 

380  19.4 

488  24.9 

301  15.3 

2E7  11.6 

149  7.6 

118  6.0 

58  3.5 

38  1.9 

18.0  or  over                   36  2.9 

Total 1  961 100.0 

In  general,  the  total  tax  rates  were  about  5  mills  to  10  mills  higher 
than  the  rates  listed  in  the  above  tabls.   D'-ta  on  total  rates  for  schools 
are  not  included  in  this  report  but  sre  available  at  the  State  Superirtc}id- 
ent's  Office.   A  distribution  of  total  rates  indicated  that  92  districts 
had  rates  of  6  mills  or  less,  and  284  districts  had  rates  over  21  mills. 
These  figures  demonstrate-  the  range  of  tote  1  ntes.  About  half  of  the 
districts  had  total  rates  of  betw.en  9  and  14  mills. 


Less 

than 

2.0 

2. 

,0 

- 

3. 

,99 

4. 

.0 

- 

,99 

6. 

,0 

- 

7. 

,99 

8, 

,0 

- 

9. 

,99 

10, 

.0 

- 

11. 

,99 

12, 

,0 

- 

13. 

,09 

14. 

,0 

- 

15. 

,99 

15, 

.0 

- 

17. 

,99 

r 
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Detailed  county  figures  for  district  r^ites  t^ve   found  on  pf-ges  74 
and  75,  Tr.ble  L,  of  the  Appendix. 

ynrictions  in  Expenditures  for  Current  Expenses  and  Tot-il  Expenses 

i-i.  very  definite  evidence  of  educational  inequality  is  the  variation 
in  expenditures  per  unit  of  £.verrge  dcily  tit  tendance  which  exists  tmong 
the  school  districts.   T; ble  XVIII  presents  a  distribution  of  the  school 
districts  in  the  state  in  terms  of  Cost  per  unit  of  average  daily  attend- 
ance for  current  expenses  and  for  total  outlays.   One  may  observe  that  155 
districts,  or  7»8  per  cent  of  all  districts,  spent  under  $40.00  per  unit 
of  average  daily  attend^mce  for  current  expenses.   At  the  other  extreme, 
83  districts  spent  $300  or  more  per  unit  of  everage  daily  attendance  for 
current  expenses.   Putting  it  another  way,  83  districts  spent  at  re tes  per 
unit  of  A.  D.  A.  which  were  more  than  7  times  as  great  ;-s  the  unit  expend- 
itures of  155  other  districts  in  the  state.   The  table  clearly  indicates 

TABLE  XVIII 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  DISTT^ICTS  IN  TERMS  OF  CURRENT  EXPEIIDITURES 
AND  TOTAL  EXPENDITURES  PER  UNIT  OF  A.  D.  A.   1934* 


Expe 

ndi 
of 

ture  per 
A.D.A. 

:     Current 

Expi 

^nditures     : 

Total 

Expenditures 

Unit 

:  No  of  Dists 

:Per 

Cent  of  Dists:No 

of  Dists 

:Per  Cent  of  Dists 

Und 

er 

$  40.00 

155 

7.8 

123 

6.2 

40 

- 

49.99 

163 

8.2 

127 

6.4 

50 

- 

59.99 

244 

12.3 

180 

9.1 

60 

- 

69.99 

240 

12.1 

212 

10.7 

70 

- 

79.99 

208 

10.5 

196 

9.9 

80 

- 

89.99 

159 

8.0 

179 

9.1 

90 

- 

99.99 

162 

8.2 

171 

8.7 

100 

- 

109.99 

119 

6.0 

126 

6.4 

110 

- 

119.99 

89 

4.5 

103 

5.2 

120 

- 

129.99 

56 

2,8 

84 

4.3 

130 

- 

139.99 

61 

3.0 

66 

3.3 

140 

- 

149.99 

36 

1.8 

61 

3.1 

150 

- 

159.99 

35 

1.8 

45 

2.3 

160 

- 

169.99 

25 

1.3 

28 

1.4 

170 

- 

179.99 

15 

.8 

17 

.9 

180 

- 

189.99 

19 

1.0 

23 

1.2 

19.0 

- 

199.99 

17 

.9 

23 

1.2 

200 

- 

209.99 

25 

1.3 

30 

1.5 

210 

- 

219.99 

9 

.5 

8 

.4 

220 

- 

229.99 

10 

.5 

18 

.9 

230 

- 

239.99 

8 

.4 

12 

.6 

240 

- 

249.99 

8 

.4 

7 

.4 

250 

- 

259.99 

9 

.5 

12 

.6 

260 

- 

269.99 

11 

.6 

8 

.4 

270 

- 

279.99 

1 

.1 

6 

.3 

280 

- 

289.99 

6 

.3 

6 

.3 

290 

- 

299.99 

3 

.2 

4 

.2 

$300 

or 

over 

83 

4.2 

99 

5.0 

Total 

1  976 

100.0 

1  974 

100.0 

'Twenty-six  districts  for  which  data  were  not  available. 
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that  most  districts  spent  some  cmount  between  $50.00  end  $>100  per  unit 
of  Taver- ge  daily  pttendcnce  for  current  expenses. 

The  two  columns  t-t  the  right  side  of  the  t- ble  heeded  "Tot'..  1  Expendi- 
tures" present  this  sane  type  of  inf orn.-.tion,  excopt  ta^t  it  is  in  terras 
of  total  expenditures  per  unit  of  average  doily  attendance.   These  figures 
include  expenditures  for  debt.   The  distribution  is  comparable  to  the  one 
indicated  in  columns  2  ond  3  except  th;.t  the  fifures  -''re  hiph^r  on   the 
scale  throughout  the  table.   VJhen  debts  were  included  in  computing  the 
units  costs  it  will  be  noted  th? t  there  were  99  instead  of  83  districts 
in  the  stcte  which  spent  ^^300  or  more  per  unit  of  average  daily  attendance. 

It  does  not  follow,  however,  in  this  case  that  the  richust  districts 
spent  the  largest  amounts  per  unit  of  average  daily  attendance.   It  was 
true  in  generc  1  that  the  smallest  districts  spent  the  largest  amounts 
and  the  Itirger  districts  the  smaller  amounts,  j^   great  many  of  those  85 
districts  which  spent  $500  or  more  per  unit  of  avenge  daily  attendance 
were  one-teacher  schools.   In  larger  schools,  for  example,  in  schools 
which  have  30  or  more  pupils  it  is  generally  not  necesssry  to  spend  more 
than  perhaps  i)150  per  unit  of  average  dcily  attendance  to  get  adequate 
i/istruction. 

Tables  M  to  N, on  pages  76  to  79  of  the  Appendix,  gives  the  data 
by  counties. 

Tlie  best,  but  most  technical,  index  of  expenditures  wrs  the  expendi- 
ture per  classroom  unit.   This  measure  represents  the  cost  of  maintaining 
one  teacher  and  his  classroom  together  with  the  normal  number  of  pupils 
which  one  teacher  supervises,  for  one  year.   The  unit  includes  not  only 
the  salary  of  the  tei cher,  but  ■  Iso  the  cost  of  other  expenses  of  instruc- 
tion, operation  and  maintenance  of  the  school  plant,  and  all  other  current 
expenses  directly  related  to  one  teacher. 

Table  XIX  gives  :-  distribution  of  1,971  districts  in  Colorado  in 
terms  of  this  measure.   As  was  the  case  in  tne  previous  table  the  first 
two  columns  give  the  dcta  for  current  expenditures  rnd  the  other  two  for 
total  expenditures.   The  distribution  speaks  for  itself  --nd  the  same 
great  ronge  of  expenditures  is  app.?rent  in  this  t£'ble  rs  has  been  noted 
in  the  three  previous  ones.   A  total  of  157  districts  spent  less  than 
$600  per  classroom  unit.   This  was  8  per  cent  of  all  districts  in  the 
state.  At   the  other  extreme  41  districts  spent  more  than  $3,000  per 
classroom  unit  for  current  expenses.   In  other  words,  41  of  the  richest 
districts  in  the  state  v/ere  able  to  spend  5  times  cs  much  per  classroom 
unit  as  157  other  districts  spent.   The  table  further  indicctes  that 
most  schools  in  the  state  spent  amounts  of  from  about  $700  to  $1,200  per 
classroom  unit.   This  was  the  typical  cost  of  a  small  school.   It  should 
especially  be  noted  that  this  table  relates  to  current  expenditures  only 
and  does  not  include  expenditures  for  debt. 

Tables  0  to  P,  on  pages  80  to  83  of  the  Appendix,  give  the  detailed 
county  distributions. 
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TliBU:   XIX 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  DISTRICTS  IN  TERMS  OF  CURRENT  EXPEI.T/ITURES  AND 
TOTAL  EXFErTDITURES  PER  GMSSROOM  UNIT.   1934 


Expend i' 

tur'3s  per 

G. 

U. 

Under 

$  600 

600  - 

699 

700   - 

799 

800   - 

899 

900   - 

999 

1000  - 

1099 

1100  - 

1199 

1200  - 

1299 

1500   - 

1399 

1400  - 

1499 

1500  - 

1599 

1600  - 

1699 

1700  - 

1799 

1800  - 

1899 

1900   - 

1999 

2000   - 

2099 

2100  - 

2199 

2200  - 

2299 

2300  - 

2399 

2400  - 

2499 

2500   - 

2599 

2600  - 

2699 

2700  - 

2799 

2800  - 

2899 

2900  - 

2999 

|3000  or 

over 

Current  ExDunditures 


Total  Exnenditur.is 


No.  of  DiGts:Per  Cent  of  Dists  :No.  of  Dists  :  Per  Cent  of  Dists 


Tot&l 


157 

180 

249 

227 

135 

113 

110 

108 

79 

94 

77 

52 

73 

64 

42 

33 

24 

21 

19 

IE 

18 

10 

12 

8 

8 

41 

1  971 


8.0 
9.1 
12.6 
11.5 
6.8 
6.0 
5.6 

4.0 

4.8 

4.0 

2.6 

3.7 

3.2 

2.1 

1.7 

1.2 

1.1 

1.0 

.6 

.9 

.5 

.6 

.  4 

.4 

2.1 

100.0 


125 

156 

212 

206 

147 

107 

96 

93 

83 

81 

79 

82 

66 

57 

49 

37 

41 

31 

32 

23 

25 

13 

22 

8 

8 

92 

1  971 


6.3 
8.0 
10.7 
10.4 
7.4 
5.4 
4.9 
4.7 
4.2 
4.1 
4.0 
4.2 
3.3 
2.9 
2.5 
1.9 
2.1 
1.6 
1.6 
1.2 
1.3 
.7 
1.1 
.4 
.4 
4.7 

100.0 


Variations  among  Districts  in  Terms  of  Their  Indebtedness 

Still  enother  factor  which  indi elites  the  ability  of  school  districts, 
it  lecst  to  some  degree,  is  the  amount  of  xmoney  which  they  owe.   The  richer 
a  district,  the  more  likely  it  is  that  the  district  can  finance  its  build- 
ing program  from  current  receipts.   Of  course  larger  districts  usuclly 
bond  themselves  to  get  money  for  the  purchi.se  of  buildings  and  equipment. 
However,  since  such  'j   large  proportion  of  the  schools  in  Colorado  arc- 
small  ones  and  therefore  may  be  expected  to  finance  buildings  and  purchase 
equipment  from  current  revenue,  a  trble  wtoich  shows  the  distribution  of 
districts  in  terms  of  debt  should  be  meaningful. 


lable  XX  shov^js  for  the  state  as  a  whole  the  distribution  of  Colorado's 
school  districts  in  terms  of  the  amount  of  their  bonded  debt  per  unit  of 
tverrge  daily  attendance. 


TaBIE  XX 

DISTOIBUTION  OF  DISTRICTS  WHICH  Ki^.VE   BONDED  DEBT 
IN  TEWiS  OF  BONDED  DEBT  PER  UNIT  OF  A.D.A.   1934 


Bonded 

Debt 

per 

Unit   : 

Number  of 

:      PercentJuge  of 

of 

A.  D. 

A. 

; 

Districts 

:        Districts 

Under  . 

noo 

210 

35.4 

100  - 

199 

161 

27.1 

200  - 

299 

101 

17.0 

300  - 

399 

47 

7.9 

400  - 

499 

20 

3.3 

500  - 

599 

9 

1.5 

600  - 

699 

8 

1.4 

700  - 

799 

5 

.8 

800  - 

899 

6 

1.0 

900  - 

999 

1 

0.2 

^1000  - 

or  over 

26' 

4.4 

Total 

594 

100.0 

This  tcible  shows  thct  of  all  districts  which  had  bonded  debt  out- 
standing in  1933-34,  there  were  210  districts  in  the  state  #iich  owed 
less  than  ClOO  per  unit  of  average  daily  attendance.   Of  course  it  should 
be  pointed  out  that  most  school  districts  did  not  have  any  bonded  debt  at 
all.   The  total  in  this  table  indicates  that  594  school  districts  of  the 
state  did  owe  money  in  the  form  of  bonds.  Many  other  school  districts 
had  outstanding  indebtedness  \"Jhich  existed  in  the  form  of  unsecured  loans 
or  outstanding  checks.   This  type  of  indebtedness,  called  "floating"  in- 
debtedness is  very  elusive.   Reliable  information  as  to  amount  of  such 
indebtedness  was  hard  to  get;  consequently,  no  separate  table  is  included 
in  this  study  regarding  this  type  of  obligation. 

Table  Q  gives  the  data  by  counties  on  pages  84  and  85  of  the  Appendix. 

Another  way  of  expressing  debt,  and  a  more  meaningful  one,  is  in 
terms  of  the  percentage  #iich  the  bonded  indebtedness  is  of  the  assessed 
valuation  of  the  school  district.   Very  obviously,  richer  school  districts 
can  afford  to  incur  indebtedness  better  than  poorer  ones.   Table  XXI 
shows  the  distribution  of  579  of  the  594  school  districts  which  did  owe 
money  in  the  form  of  bonds  in  terms  of  the  percentage  that  this  bonded 
indebtedness  was  of  the  assessed  valuation  of  the  property  in  the  school 
district  concerned. 

TABLE  XXI 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  SCHOOL  DISTRICTS,  WHICH  HAVE  INDEBTEDNESS,  IN  TERMS  OF 
PERCENTAGE  THAT  BONDED  INDEBTEDNESS  IS  OF  THE  ASSESSED  VALUATION.  1934 

Percentage  Bonded  Indebtedness:      Numbor  of      :    Percentage  of 

is  of  Assessed  Valuation   : Districts : Distri  cts 

Less  than  1.00                       114  19.7 

93  16.1 

101  17.4 

91  15.7 

50  8.6 

130  22.5 

Total  579  100.0 


1. 

-  1.99 

2. 

-  2.99 

-  3.99 

4. 

-  4.99 

5. 

-  or  over 
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It  shows  thct  114  districts  owed  amounts  of  .iioney  on  bonds  which  were 
less  than  one  per  cent  of  the  assessed  valuation  of  the  districts.   At 
the  other  extreme  130  districts  owed  five  per  cent  or  more  of  their 
assessed  valuation.   This  latter  figure  is  particularly  interesting  in 
view  of  the  fact  that  the  lew  of  the  state  provided  that  no  school  dis- 
trict may  incur  bonded  indebtedness  to  an  extent  greater  than  5  per  cent 
of  its  assessed  valuation.   One  of  two  explanations  must  be  true  with 
respect  to  these  130  districts.   First,  either  they  violated  the  law, 
or,  second,  the  assessed  valuation  had  shrunk  materially  since  the 
bonded  indebtedness  was  incurred.   The  latter  was  the  case  in  most  in- 
stances. 

The  detailed  table  giving  the  data  by  counties  is  found  on  pages 
86  and  87,  Table  R,  of  the  Appendix. 

Still  another  basis  for  comparison  involving  bonded  debt  may  be 
made  with  respect  to  the  value  of  the  school  property  which  the  district 
owns.   This  distribution  of  districts  indicates  the  extent  to  which  dis- 
tricts had  something  to  show  for  their  outstanding  debts.   Poor  indeed 
was  a  district  which  owed  money  for  bonded  indebtedness  incurred  to 
finance  a  greatly  depreciated  school  plant. 

Table  XXII  presents  i  distribution  of  594  districts  which  had  bonded 
indebtedness  in  terms  of  the  relationship  of  thr-t  debt  to  the  value  of 
their  school  property  as  appraised  by  the  local  school  board.   Doubtless 
the  data  on  valuation  of  the  property  were  not  very  reliable  as  they 
were  merely  estimates  mtde  by  the  school  dirc;ctors. 

TABLE  XXII 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  DISTRICTS  TOCH  Hr.VE  BOITOED  DEBT  IN  lERMS 
OF  BONDED  DEBT  PER  $1000  OF  SCHOOL  PROPERTX".   1934 

Bonded  Debt  per  ^1000   :      Number  of       :      Percentage  of 
of  School  Property | Districts \ Districts 

29  4.9 

41  6.9 

37  6.2 

48  8.1 

57  9.6 

59  9.9 

59  9.9 

63  10.6 

56  9.5 

32  5.4 

$1000  or  over                    113  19.0 

Total  594  100.0 

The  table  indicetes  that  29  districts  owned  property  which  was 
appraised  by  the  school  directors  at  less  than  one-tenth  the  value  of 
the  districts  outstanding  bonded  debt.   On  the  other  hand  113  districts 
evaluated  their  property  as  being  of  as  much  or  greater  value  than  their 
debt. 

Table  S  in  the  Appendix,  pages  88  and  89,  presents  detailed  data 
by  counties. 


Under  - 

$100 

100 

199 

200 

299 

300 

399 

400 

499 

500 

599 

600 

699 

700 

799 

800 

899 

900 

999 
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Distribution  of  Districts  in  Terms  of  Value  of  School  Property 

Again  the  variation  in  ability  of  school  districts  is  shown  by 
their  distribution  according  to  the  value  of  their  school  property  per 
unit  of  A.  D.  A.   Table  XXIII  presents  such  a  distribution.   It  dem- 
onstrates that  about  one-fourth  of  the  districts  of  the  state,  484  to 
be  exact,  had  property  which  was  valued  at  less  than  $100  per  unit  of 
average  daily  attendance.   Sixty  other  districts  had  property  mich 
was  valued  at  $1,000  or  more  per  unit  of  average  daily  attendance. 
Most  of  the  districts  in  the  state  own  property  which  was  worth  less 
than  $300  per  unit  of  average  daily  attendance. 

TABLE  XXIII 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  DISTRICTS  IN  TERI^  OF  TtiE  VALUE  OF 
SCHOOL  PROPERIT  PER  UNIT  OF  A.  D.  A.   1934 


Value  of  School  Property 
per  A.  D.  A. ^ 


Number  of 
Districts'^ 


Percentage  of 
Districts 


Under 

- 

lioo 

100 

- 

199 

200 

- 

299 

500 

- 

399 

400 

- 

499 

500 

- 

599 

600 

- 

699 

700 

- 

799 

.800 

- 

899 

^jOO 

- 

G'.7  9 

^1000 

or 

over 

Total 

484 

24.9 

619 

31-9 

351 

18.1 

185 

9.5 

109 

5.6 

49 

2.5 

39 

2.0 

16 

.8 

21 

1.1 

10 

.b 

60 

3.1 

943 

100.0 

were  not  available. 

*Fifty-nine  districts  for  which  data  were 

Detailed  county  data  are  given  on  pages  90  and  91  of  the  Appendix, 
Table  T. 

Variations  in  the  Length  of  School  Terms 


One  of  the  factors  whicn  is  most  indicative  of  a  community's  effort 
to  maintain  good  schools  is  the  number  of  days  of  school  maintained  per 
year.   Generally  teachers  are  contracted  with  on  the  basis  of  a  year's 
work.   If  the  amount  of  annual  compensation  has  been  fixed  in  the  con- 
tract the  school  board  may  operate  whatever  number  of  days  of  school  it 
wishes.  However,  there  is  a  wide  variation  among  districts  in  the  number 
of  days  of  school  maintained.   Some  districts  evidently  appreciate  educa- 
tion and  wish  as  long  a  term  as  possible.   Other  comaunities  evidently 
value  school  lightly  and  are  satisfied  with  minimum  terms.  The  state  law 
provides  for  equalization  in  the  form  of  minimum  salaries  for  terms  up  to 
9-|-  months,  which  is  190  days  of  school.   The  statutes  also  provide  for  a 
minimum  school  term  of  6  months,  or  120  days. 
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Table  XXIV  presents  tlie  distribution  of  all  the  school  districts 
of  the  state  with  respect  to  number  of  days  of  school  maintained  in 
1934,   This  table  clearly  indicates  that  there  is  a  wide  range  of  educa- 
tional opportunity  in  terras  of  number  of  days  of  school  maintained. 
Sixty-nine  disti-icts  in  the  state  provided  ifeO  days  or  less  of  school 
that  year.   A  number  of  tnese  69  districts  must  have  violated  the  law 
in  this  respect*   At  the  other  end  of  the  distributioh  it  may  be  noted 
that  7  districts  had  over  190  days  of  school.   Most  districts  had  terms 
of  from  150  to  180  days  of  scliool,  or  from  7^  to  9  months. 

The  laws  of  &  nximber  of  the  more  progressive  states  in  the  union 
require  a  minimum  of  160  or  even  170  days  of  school.   Certainly  those 
districts  which  provide  only  six  or  seven  months  of  school  are  not 
living  up  to  their  social  responsibilities. 

TABLE  XXIV 

NUMBER  OF  DAYS  OF  SCHOOL  MAINTAINED  IN  ALL 
SCHOOL  DISTRICTS.   1934* 

:      Percentage  of 

: Districts 

3.6 
0.3 
0.4 
0.7 
2.1 
0.4 
1.1 
6.4 
19.0 
1.6 
5.6 
27.5 
29.2 
1.3 
0.4 
0.4 

Total  1  942  100.0 


Number  of 

Days 

of    : 

Number  of 

Schoo 

I  Mai 

ntai 

ned 

Districts 

120  or  less 

69 

121  - 

125 

6 

1S6  - 

130 

7 

131  - 

1135 

13 

136  - 

140 

41 

141  - 

145 

7 

146  - 

150 

22 

151  - 

155 

125 

156  - 

160 

369 

161  - 

165 

31 

166  - 

170 

109 

171  - 

175 

535 

176  - 

180 

568 

181  - 

185 

25 

186  - 

190 

8 

over 

190 

7 

'Sixty  districts  for  which  no  data  were  available. 


Table  XXV  gives  this  same  type  of  information  for  1,096  one- teacher 
schools  in  the  state.  As  might  be  expected,  these  small  schools  v;ere 
apparently  the  ones  which  maintained  the  shorter  school  terms.   In  gen- 
eral the  larger  districts,  particularly  the  ones  in  the  cities,  maintained 
at  least  175  days  of  school. 
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TABLE  XXV 


NmfflER   OF  DAYS  OF   SCHOOL  JAAINTAINED   IN 
ONE-TEACHER  SCHOOL  DISIRICTS.      1934* 


Number  of  Dcys  of  :      Number  of  :      Percentage  of 

School  Meintained  : Districts : Districts 

120  or  less                  60  ■  5.9 

121  -  130  4  .4 
131  -  140  35  3.5 
141  -  150  15  1.5 
151  -  160  352  34.9 
161  -  170  67  6.6 
171  -  180  470  46.6 
over  180                    6  . 6 

Total                     1  009  100.0 


Seven  one-teacher  districts  for  v\rtiich  dtta  were  not  availfible. 

It  will  be  noted  thct  60  of  the  69  distri  cts  (i::hown  in  Table  XXIV) 
which  maintained  the  smallest  number  of  days  of  school  (120  or  less) 
were  one-teacher  schools.   This  further  emphasizes  tae  point  tht^t  the 
injustices  and  inequalities  in  education  wnich  have  been  pointed  out 
time  and  time  again  in  this  report  are  closely  related  to  the  very  small 
schools  which  are  an  inherent  part  of  the  district  system  of  school 
administration.   Doubtless  many  of  these  schools  are  absolutely  neces- 
sary.  Equally  true  is  the  fact  that  many  others  are  quite  unnecessary 
and  should  be  eliminated. 

The  detailed  county  tableswhich  present  these  data  on  length  of 
school  terms  are  on  pages  92  to  95  of  the  Appendix,  Tables  U  and  V. 

Salaries  of  Secretaries  of  School  Boards 

The  Biennial  Report  of  the  State  Superintendent  of  Public  Instruction 
for  1932-34  indicates  that  $104,000  of  public  school  money  was  spent  in 
payments  for  salary  to  secretaries  of  school  boards.   This  rather  sub- 
stantial sum  of  money  goes  to  compensate  la^/men  elected  to  their  posi- 
tion who,  in  m£:iny  instances,  do  little  or  notiing  to  earn  their  money. 
In  larger  systems  the  work  frequently  is  done  by  the  superintendent  of 
schools.  Wliere  such  is  not  the  Ct'se,  the  required  work  might  better  be 
done  by  the  superintendent  or  teacher.  Many  of  the  more  progressive 
states  in  the  United  States  successfully  operate  the  school  system  with 
elected  secretaries  who  are  paid  nothing  for  their  services.   In  such 
strtes  the  quality  of  persons  elected  is  quite  as  high  as  in  Colorado. 
This  suggests  that  possibly  much,  even  all  of  this  $104,000  might  better 
be  spent  for  some  other  purpose  than  to  pay  secretaries.   In  many  in- 
stances the  secretary  is  unqualified  for  the  job  or,  once  elected, 
actually  insists  that  the  superintendent  of  schools,  the  principal,  or 
the  teacher  do  the  work  anyway. 
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Regardless  of  the  answer  to  this  question  it  is  interesting  to 
see  the  distribution  of  these  payments  mg.de  to  secretaries  of  school 
boards.   Table  XXVI  presents  this  information.   It  may  be  noted  that 
in  most  instances  the  amounts  of  money  paid  are  very  small.   In  some 
ceses  the  amounts  are  insignificant.  However,  at  least  168  secretaries 
are  paid  $100  per  year  or  more.   A  number  of  these  secretaries  who  re- 
ceive as  much  compensation  as  flOO  are  elected  in  small  school  dis- 
tricts where  the  amount  of  work  involved  does  not  merit  any  such  sum 
as  th£t  received.  A  much  better  plan  to  follow,  at  least  in  second 
and  first  class  districts,  would  be  to  increase  the  salary  of  some 
trained  school  person  by  half  the  amount  paid  the  elected  secretary 
and  thus  obtain  a  coherent,  rccurate  report  in  place  of  a  carelessly 
prepared  report  whi  cu  is  too  frequently  the  case  at  the  present  time. 

TABLE  XXVI 
SALARIES  OF  SECRETARIES  OF  SCHOOL  BOARDS  IN  COLORADO.   1934 


Less 

than  |20 

|20 

- 

29.99 

30 

- 

39.99 

40 

- 

49.99 

50 

- 

59.99 

60 

- 

69.99 

70 

- 

79.99 

80 

- 

89.99 

90 

- 

99.99 

100 

- 

109.99 

110 

- 

119.99 

Annual  Si Ic ry  of  Secretary:  Number  of  Secretaries :Porcentage  of  Secrete ries 

561  31.2 

547  30.5 

168  9.5 

83  4.6 

142  7.9 

54  3.0 

42  2.3 

18  1.0 

13  .7 

57  3.2 

8  .4 

^120  or  over                     103  5.7 

Total \ 1  796 100.0 

A  detailed  county  table  presenting  these  same  data  may  be  found  in 
Table  W,  pages  96  and  97,  of  the  Appendix. 

The  facts  which  have  been  presented  and  discussed  in  this  chapter 
have  dealt  with  administrative  matters.   The  variations  between  school 
districts  have  been  shown  to  be  great.   The  next  chapter,  which  deals 
with  factors  relating  to  personnel  in  the  school  districts,  presents 
additional  convincing  evidence  of  the  extreme  range  of  educational 
opportunities  in  Colorado. 
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CHAPTER  III 

MORE  EVrDETJCES  OF  EDUCATIONAL  INEQUALITY: 
VARIATIOKfS  IN  FACTORS  RELATING  TO  PERSONNEL 

The  most  important  single  considerction  in  any  school  situation 
is  the  quality  of  the  teechihg  personnel.   Every  scnool  must  have  at 
least  one  teacher.   The  salf^ry  of  teachers  usually  constitutes  about 
70  per  cent  of  the  current  expenditures  of  a  school.   A  school  con- 
ceivably may  be  operated  without  books  or  without  heat,  or  even  without 
equipment,  but  it  is  impossible  to  have  &  school  without  c  teacher. 
And  it  is  also  impossible  to  have  a  good  school  without  a  good  teacher 
in  every  classroom. 

Personnel  Factors  Considered  in  this  Study 

Just  as  there  ere  great  and  unnecessary  variations  in  other  factors 
relating  to  the  administration  of  schools  in  Colorado,  so  there  is  a  co:?.- 
parable  range  of  variations  with  respect  to  the  personnel  within  schools. 
This  study  will  present  evidence  relating  to  five  important  factors  which 
relate  directly  to  the  teachers  in  Colorado's  school  districts.   These 
five  factors  are  (1)  teachers'  salaries,  (2)  the  level  of  certification 
of  tetchers,  (3)  the  college  degrees  held  by  terchers,  (4)  the  source 
of  the  teachers'  academic  training,  end  (5)  the  number  of  years  of  teach- 
ing experience  of  teachers. 

Until  recently  no  data  were  available  which  depicted  completely 
and  accurately  the  salary,  certification,  and  training  of  Colorado 
teachers.  About  two  years  t-go,  in  a  determine tion  to  enforce  the  cer- 
tification laws,  the  State  Superintendent  of  Public  Instruction  inau- 
gurated a  new  system  of  checking  up  on  teachers  through  the  Office  of 
the  County  Superintendent.   Now  there  is  on  file  at  the  State  Department 
an  individual  card  which  gives  for  each  teacher  and  administrator  in  the 
state,  with  the  exception  of  the  teachers  in  one  county,  a  series  of 
items  of  information  which  m^kes  possible  a  complete  study  of  this  kind. 
The  record  card  contains  the  name  and  address  of  each  teacher,  the 
teacher's  annual  salr'ry,  degrees  held,  type  of.  certificate  held,  number 
of  college  quarter  hours  of  work  (total,  and  in  education),  and  number 
of  yerrs  of  experience,  (total,  in  Colorado,  and  in  the  district  in 
which  he  is  now  employed).  Also,  the  card  indicates  where  the  teacher 
received  his  degree,  if  the  institution  is  located  within  the  state  of 
Colorado. 

Using  these  cards,  a  study  was  made  for  the  years  1934-35  and  1935-36. 
It  was  possible  to  check  on  every  every  teacher  for  whom  a  card  was  filed. 
Furthermore,  it  is  believed  that  there  was  actually  on  file,  a  card  for 
every  teacher  in  the  state  with  the  exception  of  those  teachers  who  work 
in  Denver.  This  study  specifically  excludes  teachers  in  Denver  County 
because  the  Stete  Department  does  not  have  a  complete  file  in  this  in- 
stance. 

Variations  in  Salaries  of  Colorado  Teachers  and  Administrators 

There  is  n  considerable  range  in  the  salaries  peid  teachers  and 
administretors  in  Colorado.  The  state  minimum  salary  law  provides  that 
every  teacher  shall  be  paid  a  minimum  of  ^75. 00  per  month  for  each  month 
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that  school  is  ectually  naintr.ined.  According  to  tlie  statutes  the  min- 
imum school  term  in  Colorado  is  6  months.   The  maxiraion  term  for  which 
stEte  aid  is  provided  is  9^  months.   Thus,  the  minimum  salary  for 
teachers  and  administrators  may  be  said  to  be  from  $450.00  to  |712.50 
per  year  in  this  state.  A  large  number  of  rural  school  teachers  re- 
ceive the  minimum  salary.   A  few  of  the  wealthy  or  morti  progressive 
school  systems  provide  salaries  which  are  considerably  above  the  min- 
imum end  are  quite  attractive.   In  Denver,  for  example,  the  salary 
schedule  provides  a  normal  maximum  salary  of  ti-2,880  per  year  for  class- 
room teachers  who  have  the  A.  B.  degree.   It  should  be  specifically 
noted,  however,  that  Denver  teachers  did  not  recaive  the  normal  salary 
under  the  schedule  in  either  1934-35  or  1935-36  as  salaries  were  reduced 
during  that  period. 

Table  XXVII,  which  follows,  presents  c  distribution  of  the  salaries 
paid  6,046  teachers  employed  during  the  year  1934-35  i;:  Colorado  school 
districts  summarized  for  the  state  as  a  whole.   It  will  be  noted  in 
this  summary  table  that  60  teachers,  or  1  per  cent  of  the  total,  re- 
ceived salaries  of  less  than  $450.00.   How  this  is  possible  under  the 
law  may  appear  hard  to  understand.   Doubtless,  these  teachers  were  part- 
time  or  substitute  teachers  in  most  instances.   Eighty-four  teachers 
received  salaries  of  from  $450  to  $599.   These  teachers  probably  taught 
rural  schools  which  maintained  six  or  seven  months  of  school.   More 
teachers  received  salaries  of  from  $600  to  $749  than  received  salaries 
in  any  other  classification.   This  number  constitutes  29.6/^  of  all  the 
teachers.   (Note  that  this  excludes  Denver).   According  to  this  dis- 
tribution, only  773  teachers  in  the  state  (outside  Denver)  received 
salaries  of  $1,800  or  more.   This  last  number  constitutes  6.2'^  of  the 
teachers  in  the  state. 

TABLE  XXVII 

SAIARIES  OF  COLORADO  TEkCHERS  AI-ID  ^MINISTRiiTORS 

1934-35 

Distribution    : Number  of  Teachers :  Percentage  of  Total 

Below   $  450  60  1.0 

450  -    599  84  1.3 

600  -    749  1788  29.6 

750  -    899  730  12.1 

900  -   1049  1037  17.2 

1050  -   1199  580  9.6 

1200  -   1349  769  12.7 

1350  -   1499  290  4.8 

1500  -   1649  216  3.6 

1650  -   1799  119  1.9 

$1800  or  over  373  6.2 

Total  6  046  100.0 
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The  year  1934-35  was  the  first  yerr  for  which  these  data  were 
collected.   This  distribution  does  not  represent  f.ll  the  teachers  in 
the  state,  outside  Denver.  Many  county  superintendents  did  not  turn 
in  complete  reports  that  first  year.  By  the  end  of  another  year,  how- 
ever, the  files  were  virtually  complete  and  7,419  teachers  had  been 
indexed.   Table  XXVIII  presents  this  more  recent  and  more  complete 
distribution.   It  will  be  noted  that  in  the  second  year  of  record, 
1935-36,  fifty-three  teachers  received  less  than  $450  per  year.   One 
hundred  twenty  received  from  $450  to  $599  and  2,027  or  27. 3?^  received 
salaries  of  from  $600  to  $745.   In  the  highest  classification,  443 
teachers,  or  6  per  cent,  received  $1,800  or  more  per  year.  Again  it 
is  emphasized  that  these  tables  do  not  include  Denver  County. 

TABLE  XXVIII 

sal;j?ies  of  colopjido  teachers  i\m)  >j}ministrators 

1935-36 


Distribution | Number  of  Teachers :   Percentage  of  Total 

Below   $  450                  53  .7 

120  1.6 

2  027  27.3 

1  018  13.7 

1  252  16.9 

768  10.4 

896  12.1 

443  6.0 

248  3.3 

151  2.0 

$1800  or  over                443  6.0 

Total                       7  419  100.0 


Just  as  interesting  as  are  these  data  for  the  state  as  a  whole 
are  the  variations  which  may  be  noted  within  particular  counties. 
Tables  X  and  Y,  in  the  Appendix,  pages  98  to  101,  present  the  dis- 
tribution of  salaries  by  counties  for  each  of  the  two  years  studied. 
It  may  be  noted  that  cbout  half  of  the  counties  have  some  teachers  who 
receive  less  than  $450  and  others  who  receive  $1,800  or  over.   Certain 
counties,  usually  rural  and  mountain  counties,  pay  uniformly  low  sal- 
aries.  Other  counties  which  are  more  urban  pay  higher  salaries. 

That  the  salaries  of  teachers  constitute  the  principcl  item  of 
expense  in  a  school  system  is  clearly  indicated  in  the  following  table. 
Table  XXIX  presents  a  distribution  of  the  school  districts  of  Colorado, 
for  the  year  1933-34,  (these  data  were  obtained  for  the  County  Super- 
intendent's reports)  in  terms  of  the  percentage  of  taeir  current  expend 
itures  which  went  for  teachers*  salr.ries.   The  treble  is  read  as  follows; 


450  - 

599 

600  - 

749 

750  - 

899 

900  - 

1049 

1050  - 

1199 

1200  - 

1349 

1350  - 

1499 

1500  - 

1649 

1650  - 

1799 
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In  147  of  the  2,037  school  districts  (including  high  school  districts) 
included  in  the  study  less  than  50  per  cent  of  tne  current  expenditures 
went  to  s?'l:.ries.   In  215  districts,  or  10.6  per  cent  of  c^ll  districts, 
from  50  per  cent  to  59.9  per  cent  vjas  spent  for  salaries.   In  267  dis- 
tricts, or  13.1  per  cent  of  all  districts,  90  per  cent  or  more  of  current 
expenditures  were  for  salaries. 

Table  xxix 

distribution  of  school  districts  by  percentage  th.\t 
teachers  siu:j\ries  is  of  current'  expenses.     1934 


Number  of  Districts 
with  Percentage  of: 


Number  of 
Districts 


Percentage  of 
Districts 


Less  than  50 
50  -  59.9 
60  -  69.9 
70  -  79.9 
80  -  89.9 
90  or  over 


147 
215 
314 
514 
580 
267 


7.2 
10.6 
15.4 
25.2 
28.5 
13.1 


Totcl 


2  037 


100.0 


Variations  of  Salaries  in  One-Teacher  Schools 

The  previous  table  has  presented  a  distribution  of  salaries  of  all 
teachers  .•:  nd  administrators  in  Colorado.   The  d£  ta  were  obtcined  from 
record  cr;.rds  which  itj   on  file  in  the  Stt.te  Department  of  Education. 
It  is  not  easily  possible  to  segregate  those  data  by  type  of  school, 

Perhcps  the  most  interesxing  single  group  of  tec.chers,  from  the 
standpoint  of  saliry,  is  that  msde  up  of  those  teachers  who  serve  in 
districts  which  mcintrin  a  single  one-teacher  scnool.   Data  vjere  avail- 
able in  County  Superintendents'  reports  and  in  order  to  see  just  how 
low  those  salfries  were  in  1933-34  the  data  v^ere  tabulated.   It  is 
especially  pointed  out  that  the  following  table  is  based  on  a  different 
yecr  than  the  preceding  table  and  that  the  data  are  from  a  different 
source.   Hov/ever,  both  sets  of  data  are  highly  reliable. 


Table  XXX  enumerates,  for  the  state  as  a  whole,  the  distribution 
of  salaries  of  teachers  in  these  smallest  school  districts.   The  table 
shows  that,  in  1933-34,  there  were  52  districts  which  paid  the  teacher 
in  their  one-room  school  a  salary  of  less  than  $450;  41  districts  which 
paid  from  ^450  to  ^524;  and  at  the  top  of  the  distribution,  only  34  one- 
ter.cher  districts  which  pfid  so  much  ar-lcry  as  ^975  per  year. 
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TiiBLE  XXX 

SALARY  OF  TEACHERS  IN  SINGLE  ONE-TEAC^IER  SCHOOLS 

1934* 


:     Number 

of 

Percentafie  of 

Ar 

mual 
$450 

Sal  J 

iry 

:     Districts 

Districts 

Under 

52 

5.1 

4  50  - 

524 

41 

4.0 

525  • 

599 

78 

7.7 

600  - 

674 

307 

30.4 

675  - 

749 

334 

33.0 

750  - 

324 

109 

10.8 

825  - 

B99 

24 

2.4 

900  - 

974 

32 

3.2 

975  or 

over 

34 

3.4 

Total 

1  Oil 

100.0 

Five  districts  for  which  data  w.^re  not  available.  ' 

Table  Z,  which  is  on  pages  102  and  103  of  the  Appendix  presents  ' 

these  same  data  by  counties.   It  inay  be  observed  in  this  detailed  j 

county  table,  that  several  counties  appear  to  pay  the  very  low  sal-  | 

aries.   Among  these  counties  are  Archuleta,  Chaffee,  Custer,  Huerfano,  i 

Las  Animas,  and  Routt,  in  which  salaries  are  the  very  lowest.   All  of  j 

these  counties  are  rural  in  nature.  i 

I 

Variations  in  Type  of  Certificate  Held  by;  Colorado  Teachers  j 

i 
Under  the  laws  of  the  state  it  is  possible  to  teach  only  if  one 

holds  a  legal  certificate  granted  by  the  State  Department  of  Education. 
There  are  several  different  types  and  grades  of  certificate.   Some  are  I 

called  "State  Certificates";  others  are  called  "County  Certificates",  i 

and  are  based  in  part  on  examinations  administered  by  County  Superintend- 
ents.  In  actual  practice,  however,  all  certificates  are  State  Certif- 
icates. ' 

I 

I 
The  variations  in  requirement  for  obtaining  these  licenses  to  teach 
are  quite  marked.  A  presentation  of  the  regulations  themselves  is  one  | 

very  good  evidence  of  the  variations  of  training  and  probable  teaching 
effectiveness  which  exists  under  the  present  law.   The  following  regula-  ^ 

tions,  quoted  from  a  publication  of  the  State  Department,  are  significant. 

I.   State  Certificates 

I 
A.   Graduate  Temporary  Certificates  (Valid  for  five  years  '. 

in  any  school  in  Colorado)  : 

In  order  to  secure  a  certificate  to  teach  in  the  \ 

high  schools,  it  is  necessary  to  hold  an  A.  B.  or  ; 

equivalent  degree,  v;ith  thirty  quarter  hours  of  credit  i 
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distributed  araong  at  least  three  of  the   following  groups. 
one  of  which  must  be  practice  teaching: 

(a)  General  and  Educational  Psychology;  (b)  Prin- 
ciples of  Education;  (c)  History  of  Education;  (d)  Admin- 
istration and  Supervision  of  Education;  (e)  Practice 
Teaching;  (f)  Special  Methods;  (g)  Philosophy,  Sociology, 
Anthropology,  Biology,  Political  Science.   (IJote:  The 
maximum  amount  of  credit  allowed  in  group  (g)  is  ten 
quarter  hours. ) 

Six  quarter  hours  of  Practice  Teaching:  are  required. 
The  regulation  regarding,  practice  teaching  may  be  waived 
for  a  teacher  who  has  had  three  years'  successful  teach- 
ing experience, 

B.  Elementary  Temporary  Certificates  (Valid  for  five  years 

in  any  elementary  school  in  Colorado) 

In  order  to  secure  a  certificate  without  examination 
applicant  must  be  a  graduate  of  a  standard  two  year  normal 
school,  above  graduation  from  a  four  year  high  school, 
completing  ninety  college  quarter  hours,  including  thirty 
quarter  hours  in  Education,  six  of  which  must  be  in  prac- 
tice Teaching. 

C.  Special  Temporary  Certificates  (Valid  for  five  years) 

For  teaching  subjects  such  as  music,  art,  etc.,  a 
special  certificate  may  be  issued  by  the  State  Superin- 
tendent of  Public  Instruction.   Requirtments  for  the 
different  special  certificates  and  application  blanks 
will  be  furnished  upon  request. 

II.   County  Certificates  -  County  Examinations 

All  applicants  for  examination  for  certificates 
to  teach  must  have  attended  an  institution  of  higher 
learning  and  must  nave  successfully  pursued  a  course 
(the  State  Reading  Circle  course  as  provided  by  law) 
approved  by  the  State  Superintendent  of  Public  Instruc- 
tion, completing  credit  in  ninety  college  quarter  hours, 
thirty  of  which  shall  be  in  professional  work. 

Third  Grade  Subjects :  Spelling,  reading,  writing, 
arithmetic,  grararaar  and  composition,  geography,  history 
and  constitution  of  the  United  States  and  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  State  of  Colorado,  civics,  sanitation  and 
hygiene,  elementary  science  and  agriculture,  school  law 
of  Colorado,  school  management  and  the  State  Reading 
Circle  course. 
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Third  grade  certif icates  are  valid  for  one  year. 
They  may  be  renewed  once  if  the  holder  has  obtained 
five  quarter  hours  of  professional  training  in  an 
accredited  institution  during  the  life  of  the  cer- 
tificate and  has  pursued  a  course  approved  by  the     ' 
State  Superintendent  of  Public  Instruction. 

Second  Grade  Subjects :   All  the  foregoing  subjects 
end  physical  and  comniercial  geography,  especially  of 
Colorado,  American  literature,  history  of  Colorado,  and 
current  events. 

Second  grade  certificates  are  valid  for  two  years. 
They  may  be  renewed  once  if  the  holder  has  taught  on 
the  certificate  for  eight  months  and  has  attended  an 
institution  of  higher  lsarni:ig  for  five  weeks,  securing 
eight  college  quarter  hours  of  professional  work  during 
the  life  of  the  certificate  and  has  pursued  a  course  ap- 
proved by  the  State  Superintendent  of  Public  Instruction. 

First  Grade  Subjects:   All  third  and  second  grade 
subjects  and  English  literature,  algebra  or  geometry, 
physics  or  chemistry,  general  history,  educational 
psychology,  and  in  addition,  the  applicant  must  have 
taught  successfully  for  eight  months. 

First  grade  certificates  are  valid  for  three 
years.   They  may  be  renewed  once  if  the  holder  has 
taught  on  the  certificate  for  eight  months  and  has 
attended  an  institution  of  higher  learning  for  five 
weeks,  securing  eight  college  quarter  hours  of  pro- 
fessional work  during  the  life  of  the  certificate,  and 
has  pursued  a  course  approved  by  the  State  Superintend- 
ent of  Public  Instruction. 

In  addition  to  the  certificates  listed  above  there  are  several 
other  types  which  should  be  mentioned.   There  were  honorary  permanent 
certificates  issued  a  few  years  ago.  A  few  teachers  use  these.   Pre- 
graduation  permits  are  issued  to  a  few  people.   Such  certificates  are 
valid  for  one  year.   There  are  also  a  few  teachers  using  rural  and 
limited  certificates  which  are  no  longer  issued. 

Table  XXXI  presents  a  distribution  of  7,222  teachers  who  were 
teaching  in  1934-35  in  terms  of  the  certificate  held  (Denver  teachers 
are  not  included).  A  total  of  3,185  teachers,  or  44.1  per  cent  had 
the  highest  grade  certificate  -  the  Graduate  Life  Certificate.  An 
additional  1,556  teachers  had  the  Graduate  Temporary  Certificate.  Thus 
over  65  per  cent  of  the  teachers  held  a  type  of  certificate  which,  accord- 
ing to  the  present  regulations  of  the  State  Department,  would  imply  tnat 
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they  were  graduates  of  a  four-year  college  and  held  an  A.  B.  degree, 
or  its  equivalent--a  total  of  1,280  (993  plus  E54  plus  33)  persons 
held  county  certificates.   It  is  interesting  to  observe  that  94  persons 
were  holders  of  Honorary  certificates  and  that  96  were  teaching  on  Pro- 
Graduation  permits. 

TABLE  XXXI 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  CERTIFICATES  OF  COLORADO  TEACHERS,  BY 
TYPE  OF  CERTIFICAIE.   1934-35 

Type  of  Certificate   :   Number  of  Teachers   :   Percentage  of  Total 

Grad.  Life                     3  185  44.1 

Grad.  Temp.                     1  556  21.5 

1st  Grade  County  993  13.8 

2nd  Grade  County  254  3.5 

3rd  Grade  County  33  . 5 

Special  93  1.3 

Elem.  Temp.  367  5.1 

Elem.  Life  125  1.7 

Honorary  Perm.  94  1.3 

Pre-Grad.  Permit  96  1.3 

Limited  156  2,2 

Rural  104  1.4 

Others  166  2.3 

Total  7  222  100.0 


Table  AA,  on  pages  104  and  105  of  the  Appendix,  presents  this 
same  distribution  detailed  by  counties.   In  this  county  table  the 
great  variations  within  counties  may  be  noted.   Some  counties  have 
relatively  few  teachers  v\rith  graduate  certificates;  other  counties 
stand  out  as  examples  of  counties  where  training  levels  are  high. 

Table  XXXII  presents  the  same  data  as  indicated  in  Table  XXXI 
but  for  the  school  year  1935-35.   As  was  mentioned  earlier,  the  data 
for  1935-36  are  somewhat  more  complete  than  those  for  1934-35.   A 
total  of  7,600  teachers  are  included  in  this  table  and  again  Denver 
teachers  are  not  included.   The  percentages  of  teachers  who  hold  each 
type  of  certificate  are  not  essentially  different  from  those  indicated 
in  the  previous  table. 
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TABLE  XXXII 

DISTRIBUTION  OP  CERTIFICATES  OF  COLORADO  TEACHERS,  BY 
TYPE  OF  CERTIFICATE.   1935-36 
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Type  of  Certificate 


Number  of  Teachers 


Percentage  of  Total 


Grad.  Life 

Grad .  Temp . 

1st  Grade  County 

2nd  Grade  County   ^ 

3rd  Grade  County 

Special 

Elem.  Temp. 

Elem.  Life 

Honorary  Perm. 

Pre  -  Grad.  Permit 

Limited 

Rural 

Others 


3  396 

1  581 

1  017 

252 

40 

111 

373 

151 

98 

112 

175 

126 

168 


44.7 

20.8 

13.4 

3.3 

.5 

1.4 

4.9 

2.0 

1.3 

1.5 

2.3 

1.7 

2.2 


Total 


7  600 


100.0 


Table  BB.on  pages  106  and   107  of  the  Appendix,  presents  these 
1935-36  data  on  certification  by  counties. 


Degrees  Held  by  Colorado  Teachers 

Although  Table  XXXI  indicates  that  a  total  of  4,741  teachers  hold 
either  Graduate  Permanent  or  Graduate  Temporary  State  Certificates,  a 
careful  study  of  the  degrees  held  by  Colorado  teachers  indicated  that 
a  considerable  number  must  have  gotten  their  perra£inent  certificates  in 
days  when  regulations  were  different.   There  are  a^pproximately  one  thou- 
sand teachers  who  have  Graduate  Certificates  who  do  rot  hold  a  collage 
degree.   Of  7,267  teachers  studied  in  1934-35,  52.1  per  cent  held  deprees 
and  47.9  did  not. 

Table  XXXIII  presents  the  distribution  of  the  7,267  Colorado  teach- 
ers by  the  degree  held,  if  any.   It  indicates  tfiat  3,483  teachers,  or 
47.9  per  cent  of  tne  total  hold  no  degree;  3,121,  or  43  per  cent  had 
a  bachelor's  degree;  539,  or  7.4  per  cent  hold  a  master's  degree;  and 
16,  or  2  per  cent  had  the  doctorate. 
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TABEE  XXXIII 

DEGREES  HELD  BY  COLORADO  TEACHERS 
1934-35 


Degrees :    Number  of  Teachers    :    Percentcge  of  Total 

No  Degree  3  483  47.9 

B.  A.  2  363  32.5 

B.  B.  A.  6  .1 

B.  E.  61  .8 

B.  M.  43  .6 

B.  S.  520  7.2 

Pd.  B.  128  1.8 

M.  Pd.  61  .8 

M.  A.  434  6.0 

M.  S.  44  .6 

Ph.  D.  or  Ed.  D.  16  .2 

Others  108  1.5 

Total 7  267 100.0 

Table  XXXIV  presents  these  same  data  for  the  year  1935-36.  A  total 
of  7,990  teachers  were  tabulated  for  that  year.  Although  about  700 
more  teachers  were  included  in  the  study  the  percentages  v/ore  not 
changed  significantly  from  the  preceding  year,  1934-35. 

TABLE  XXXIV 

DEGREES  HELD  BY  COLORADO  TEACHERS 
1935-36 

Degrees :   Number  of  Teachers    :   Percentage  of  Total 

No  Degree  3  768  47.2 

B.  A.  2  632  32.9 

B.  B.  A.  7  .1 

B.  E.  70  .9 

B.  M.  49  .6 

B.  S.  605  7.6 

Pd.  B.  131  1.6 

M.  Pd.  61  .8 

M.  A.  468  5.9 

M.  S.  52  .6 

Ph.  D.  or  Ed.  D.  18  .2 

Others  129  1.6 

Total  7  990  100.0 

Tables  CC  and  DD,  which  may  bo  found  on  pages  108  to  111  of  the 
Appendix  present  these  same  two  distributions  by  counties.   As  was  the 
case  with  certification  so  with  degrees  held.   There  are  wide  varia- 
tions between  counties  and  within  counties.   A  careful  analysis  of  these 
county  tables  brings  out  some  interesting  situations. 
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Although  it  was  not  attempted  in  this  study  it  would  prove  interest- 
inp,  and  en.l-iehtendng'  if  some  student  of  t.iis  problem  would  study  the 
relationship,  if  any,  betvreen  levels  of  salary  and  types  of  certificate 
and  college  degrees  held  by  Colorado  teachers.   It  is  the  writer's  con- 
viction, and  it  seems  apparent  from  an  inspection  of  these  grouped  data 
that  there  is  a  positive  relationship.   How  significant  the  relationship 
may  be  is  ar^other  question.   A  closely  related  question  would  be  this: 
Which  comes  first  in  a  state's  development-- the  increase  of  salaries 
or  the  rise  of  certification  standards?  The  implications  of  an  answer 
to  this  question  are  apparent. 

Colleges  Granting  Degrees  to  Colorado  Teachers 

There  are  eight  teacher  training  institutions  in  Colorado  which 
educate  and  grant  degrees  to  prospective  teachers.   These  institutions, 
in  order  of  the  number  of  degrees  granted  to  Colorado  teachers,  are: 
(1)  Colorado  State  College  of  Education,  formerly  called  Colorado  State 
Teachers  College,  at  Greeley;  (2)  the  University  of  Colorado,  at  Boulder; 
(3)  the  University  of  Denver,  in  Denver;  (4)  Western  State  Teachers  Col- 
lege, at  Gunnison;  (5)  Colorado  State  College  of  Agriculture  and  Mechan- 
ican  Arts,  at  Fort  Collins;  (6)  Colorado  College,  at  Colorado  Springs; 
(7)  Adams  State  Teachers  College,  at  Alamosa;  and  (8)  Colorado  Womens 
College,  in  Denver.   The  last-named  institution  is  now  a  Junior  College 
and  offers  two  years  of  instruction. 

Table  XXXV  presents  the  distribution,  for  the  state  as  a  whole, 
of  3,453  teachers  for  whom  data  were  available,  with  respect  to  the 
institutionswhich  granted  their  highest  degrees.   A  total  of  926  per- 
sons, or  26.8  per  cent,  received  their  highest  degree  outside  the 
state.   The  Colorado  State  College  of  Education,  as  might  be  expected, 
leads  the  list  with  1,168  teachers.   The  University  of  Colorado  was 
second,  with  502,  and  the  University  of  Denver,  third,  with  248. 

TABLE  XXXV 

COLLEGES  GRANTING  DEGREES  TO  COLORADO  TEAGrlERS, 

1934-35 


Colleges  Granting  Degrees  :   Number  of  Degrees   Percentage  of  Total 

C.  S.  C.  of  Ed.  (Greeley)  1  168  33.8 

C.  U.  (Boulder)  502  14.5 

D.  U.  (Denver)  248  7.2 
W.  S.  T.  C.  (Gunnison)  239  6.9 
C.  A.  C.  (Fort  Collins)  194  5.6 
C.  C.  (Colorado  Springs)  146  4.2 
A.  S.  T.  C.  (Alamosa)  29  .9 
C.  W.  C.  (Denver)  1  .1 
Others  (outside  Colorado)  926  26.8 

Total  3  453  100.0 
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Table  XXXVI  presents  the  same  distribution  for  the  next  year,  1935-36- 
a  total  of  3,848  teachers  were  tabulated,  about  400  more  than  for  1934-35. 
This  larger  number  is  explained  by  the  fact  that  the  data  were  more  com- 
plete for  the  latter  year.   The  percentages  for  the  two  different  years 
did  not  vary  as  much  as  one  per  cent  in  any  instance. 


TABLE  XXXVI 

COLLEGSS  GRANTING  DEGREES  TO  COLORADO   TEACHERS, 

1935-35 


Colleges  Granting  Degrees  ;  Number  of  Degrees   : Percentage  of  Total 

C.  S.  C.  of  Ed.  (Greeley)  1  272  33.1 

C.  U.  (Boulder)  570       '  14.8 

D.  U.  (Denver  )  277  7.2 
W.  S.  T.  C.  (Gunnison)  267  6.9 
C,  A.  C.  (Fort  Collins)  223  5.8 
C.  C.  (Colorado  Sprin^.s)  158  4.1 
A.  S.  T.  C.  (Alamosa)  39  1.0 
C.  W.  C.  (Denver)  2  .1 
Others  (outside  Colorado)  1  040  27.0 

Total  3  849  100.0 


Tables  EE  and  FF,  on  pages  112  to  115,  of  the  Aptjendix  detail  the 
data  by  counties.  As  would  be  exr)ected,  the  teacher  training  institutions 
are  to  a  considerable  extent,  serving  their  own  areas  in  the  state.  Many 
of  the  teachers  who  hold  degrees  and  teach  in  Gunnison  County  received 
their  highest  degree  at  ^'/estern  State  Teachers  College.   El  Paso  County 
had  a  large  number  of  teachers  wfeo  received  a  degree  at  Colorado  College. 
Adams,  Arapahoe,  and  Jefferson  Counties,  all  contiguous  to  Denver,  had 
a  large  number  of  teachers  who  received  degrees  at  the  University  of  Denver. 
Many  Boulder  County  teachers  were  trained  at  Boulder.  Weld  County  teachers 
who  hold  degrees  were  predominantly  graduates  of  Colorado  State  College  of 
Education. 

Variations  in  Amount  of  Experience  of  Colorado  Teachers 

Experience  is  considered  to  be  a  valuable  criterion  of  teaching  effi- 
ciency.  In  general  an  experienced  teacher  should  be  more  effective  than 
a  beginner,  assuming  equal  training  and  effort.   In  anj''  event,  there  are 
wide  variations  between  and  within  Colorado's  counties  with  regard  to  the 
number  of  years  of  experience  of  its  teachers.   It  is  logical  to  believe 
that  these  differences  produce  inequality  of  educational  opportunity  just 
as  do  variations  in  salary  and  training. 

Not  all  teachers  who  have  a  card  on  file  in  the  State  Superintendent's 
Office  were  teaching  in  1934-35  or  1935-36  and  receiving  a  salary.  Many 
teachers  who  were  not  teaching  did  not  t^en  hold  a  legal  certificate  and 
many  who  did  hold  the  certificate  had  not  filed  it  with  the  County  Super- 
intendent.  Conseouently  there  were  more  cards  on  file  at  the  State  Depart- 
ment than  has  been  indicated  in  any  of  the  -nreceding  tables  in  this  char^ter. 
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But  every  teacher  for  whom  a  card  was  on  file  had  had  some  teaching  exper- 
ience. Consequently,  a  tabulation  of  teachers'  experience  included  a  larger 
number  of  cases  than  for  any  other  factor  considered  in  this  study  because 
aLl  teachers  (all  cards  on  file)  were  included. 

Table  XXXVII  presents  a  distribution  for  1934-35  of  9,587  teachers 
in  teims  of  their  teaching  experience.   It  is  apparent  from  a  study  of  this 
table  that  nost  teachers  had  had  relatively  little  experience.   Over  half 
of  all  teachers  had  taught  four  years  or  less  and  only  14.7  had  ten  years 
or  more  of  experience. 

TABLE  XXXVTI 

EXPERIEircS  OF  COLORADO  TSAC^'ERS 
1934-35 


Number 

of 

Zears  of 

:    Number  of 

:    Pe 

rcentage  of 

Experience 

:    Teachers 
I  712 

: 

Total 

One  Year 

17.9 

Two  Years 

1 

283 

13.4 

Three  Years 

1 

201 

12.5 

Four  Years 

1 

034 

10.3 

Five  Years 

771 

8.0 

6  to  10 

2 

180 

22.7 

11  to  15 

842 

8.8 

16  to  20 

304 

3.2 

21  or  over 

260 

2.7 

Total 

9 

587 

100.0 

Table  XXXVIII  presents  the  data  for  the  next  year,    1935-36.     Nearly 
3,000  more   teachers   were  tabulated  fOr  1935-35   than  for  1934-35.      Doubtless 
many  of  these  teachers  were  ones  who  had  taught    in  1934-35  and  resigned  or 
been  dismissed   in  1935-36.      The   percentages  of  teachers  with  one  year  of 
experience  was   a  little   higher  in  the   latter  year  but  none  of  the   differ- 
ences between   the   two  tables  are   significant. 

TABLE  ICCXVIII 

EXPERIENCE   OF  COLORADO  TEACHERS 
1935-36 


N'jmber 

of 

Years 

of    : 

Number  of 

Percentage  of 

Expe 

rience 

: 

Teachers 

Total 

One  Year 

2 

415 

19.4 

Two  Years 

1 

668 

13.4 

Three  Years 

1 

289 

10 . 3 

Four  Years 

1 

221 

9.8 

Five  Years 

1 

0'''5 

8.7 

6  to  10 

2 

877 

23.1 

11  to  15 

1 

139 

9.1 

16  to  20 

424 

3.4 

21  or  over 

354 

2.8 

Total 

_ . 

12 

472 

100.0 

Tables  GG  and  HI,    on  pages   116   to   119,    of  the  Anpendix  enumerate 
the  data  by  counties. 


Xv;: 


45 


An  analysis  of  the  tables  presented  in  this  chapter  or  the  de- 
tailed county  summaries  which  may  be  found  in  the  appendix,  must 
indicate  to  the  reader  that  there  was  a  tremendous  range  of  educational 
opporttmity  in  Colorado  in  the  years  studied.   Salaries  of  groups  of 
teachers  have  been  shoi^vn  to  have  varied  from  less  than  ^H50  to  more  than 
.^1800,  with  a  considerable  n'omber  of  teachers  at  each  extreme.   In  rural 
schools  the  salary  levels  were  especially  low.  Fifty-two  of  the  sixty 
teachers  in  the  state  who,  in  1934-35  received  less  than  $450  per  year 
were  teaching  in  one-teacher  schools.   Salaries  were  shown  to  make  up 
from  fifty  to  ninety  per  cent  of  all  current  expenditures,  thereb/ 
constituting  a  major  part  of  all  school  costs. 

With  respect  to  the  certification  of  teachers,  there  was  sho^jvn  to 
be  a  wide  variation.   In  1934-35  at  the  lower  end  of  the  scale,  33 
teachers  in  the  state  held  third-class  county  certificates  and  96  others 
held  pre-graduation  permits  to  teach.   T'-^.ese  certificates  issued  to 
neople  who  have  two  years  of  college  training,  nre  the  lowest  grades  of 
certificate  issued  in  Colorado.  At  the  other  extreme  there  were  3,185 
teachers  who  have  graduate  life  certificates*   Such  certification  im- 
plies, in  most  instances,  a  minimum  of  four  years  of  college  training 
and  five  years  of  successful  teaching  experience. 

In  terms  of  college  degrees  which  is  closely  related  to  the  pro- 
blem of  certification,  it  may  be  observed  that  there  were  more  teachers 
who  do  not  have  a  degree  than  do  hold  a  degree.   In  1934-35  there  were 
3,7h8  teachers  in  the  state  vAio  did  not  have  a  college  degree.   With 
respect  to  experience  there  is  again  great  variation.   In  1935  there 
vrere  2,415  teachers  who  had  only  one  year  of  experience  and  354  who  had 
taught  twenty-one  years  or  more . 

Certainly,  all  this  evidence  must  convince  the  fair-minded  reader 
that  there  is  great  ineouality  and  injustice  in  our  Colorado  schools, 
^'ow  it  is  possible  to  -laintain  a  system  which  offers  "thorough  and  uni- 
form free  public  schools  throughout  the  state",  as  provided  in  the 
state  constitution,  is  hard  to  understand  when  such  conditions  exist. 
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CHAPTER  IV 

SUMxlA^Y  AND  CONCLUSIONS 

The  statistico.l  "picture,  presented  in  the  preceding  chapters,  has 
been  based  on  a  survey  of  the  Colorado  school  systera.  It  contains  a 
mass  of  objective  information  obtained  through  official  records  of 
county  superintendents  and  reports  of  the  state  superintendent  of  pub- 
lic instruction.  The  study  renorts  data  for  the  years  1933-54,  1934- 
35,  and  in  a  few  instances,  1935-35.   The  purpose  of  the  study  has 
been  to  indicate  the  range  of  educational  inequality  in  the  state,  or, 
stated  in  other  words,  to  disclose  the  nature  and  extent  of  educational 
inequality  in  Color{:;do.  The  procedure  followed  in  making  the  study  was 
to  enumerate  and  compile  the  statistical  data  in  tabular  form.   These 
tables  were  first  prepared  county  by  county  for  the  state.  Next  the  tab- 
les were  summarized  and  state  summary  tables  ivere  prepared  for  each  fact- 
or studied. 

The  tables  in  the  study  contain  data  on  thirty-five  different  meas- 
ures of  educational  opnortunity.  They  range  from  such  widely  different 
factors  as  "relative  number  of  children  to  be  educated  in  the  several 
counties"  to  "experience  of  the  teachers  in  the  schools  of  the  counties". 
These  thirty-five  tables  include  practically  all  available  objective 
evidences  of  variation  regarding  the  administration  of  schools  in  Colorado. 

A  very  great  range  of  opportunity  has  been  shown  to  exist.  Based  upon 
the  findings  of  the  study,  one  may  defend  the  statement  that  some  counties 
are  at  least  eight  to  ten  times  as  able  to  support  schools  as  others  when 
all  factors  are  considered.  Some  counties  offer  extremely  meager  educa- 
tional opportunities.  Other  counties  are  shown  to  be  consistently  high  on 
the  scale  of  educational  opportunities.  Based  upon  the  findings  of  this 
study,  the  following  generalizations  may  be  made  and  defended: 

1.  Some  counties  have  2^-  times  as  mtmy  children  of  school  age  (6-13) 
to  educate  as  others.  Specifically,  Costilla  Coxinty  has  134  such  children 
for  every  58  children  in  San  Juan  County. 

2.  Many  school  districts  have  fewer  than  five  children  of  school  age 
resident  in  the  district.  There  were  fifty-three  such  districts  in  the 
state  in  1934-35. 

3.  Many  districts  do  not  have  enough  children  to  maintain  an  adequate 
school.  There  were  eighty-eight  districts  in  the  state  which  had  an  enroll- 
ment of  less  than  five,  and  157  districts  in  the  state  which  have  an  aver- 
age daily  attendance  of  less  than  five. 

4.  There  wr.s  a  very  large  number  of  one-teacher  schools  in  uoth  years 
studied.  The  state,  as  a  whole,  had  over  1,000.  Nine  of  these  districts 
had  only  one  pupil  enrolled.  Several  counties  have  a  very  large  number  of 
small  schools.  Las  Animas  County  in  1934-35,  for  example,  had  43  districts 
where  the  average  daily  attendance  was  less  than  ten. 

5.  Some  districts  are  100  times  as  wealthy  as  others.  Twenty-eight 
districts  have  over  $50,000  of  assessed  wealth  per  census  child;  fifty- 
five  have  less  than  $1,000.  Essentially  the  some  thing  exists  when  assess- 
ed valuation  is  considered  in  terms  of  enrollment  or  average  daily 
attendance . 
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6.  Some  counties  and  districts  had  much  higher  tax  rates  than  others. 
In  136  school  districts  of  the  state  the  special  school  rata  was  less  than 
two  mills  in  1934-35.   In  36  other  districts  it  was  over  18  mills. 

7.  Expenditures  vary  widely.  One  hundred  fifty-five  districts  spent 
less  than  $40  per  child  in  average  daily  attendance.   Eighty-three  other 
districts  spent  over  -)300  per  unit  of  average  daily  attendance. 

8.  Districts  vary  with  respect  to  their  debt.  Two  hundred  dis- 
tricts owed  less  than  ;)100  per  child.  Twenty-six  districts  owed  more 
than  vl.OOO  -oer  child.  Many  districts  has  staggering  debts. 

9.  In  mrjiy  districts  the  bonded  debt  exceeded -f  o  valunt ion  of  the 
school  property.   There  were  113  districts  where  this  conclition  exists. 

10.  Some  counties  had  a  much  longer  school  term  than  others.   In  59 
districts  six  months  of  school  or  less  was  mr.intc.ined.   In  seven  districts 
they  had  over  one  hundred  ninety  days  of  school. 

11.  There  were  tremendous  salary  differences.   Sone  tenchers  received 
less  than  j450  a  year.  Others  received  more  thf\n  four  times  as  much.   Of 
course  the  true  differences  axe  even  greater,  but  there  were  373  people 
who  received  at  least  f'our  times  as  much  as  did  60  other  teachers  at  the 
lower  end  of  the  scale.   In  one-teacher  schools  the  salary  situation  was 
extremely  bad. 

12.  There  were  variations  in  the  level  of  certification  of  teachers. 
Many  new  teachers,  well  over  200  in  the  state,  had  certificates,  less  than 
two  years  old,  based  on  two  years  of  college  training. 

13.  In  terais  of  college  degrees  there  were  again  wide  variations. 
Well  over  3,000  teachers  in  the  state  hold  no  college  degree.   This  is  more 
than  one-third  of  all  Colorado  teachers.  At  the  other  extreme  several  hun- 
dred teachers  hold  the  master's  degree  and  a  few  teachers  hold  the  doctoratt 

14.  In  terms  of  experience  there  are  great  differences.  About  2,00C 
teachers  in  the  state  have  had  one  year  or  less  of  experience;  a  few  teach- 
ers have  been  teaching  over  20  years. 

A  study  of  these  tibles  and  a  further  analysis  of  the  data  by  counties 
clearly  indicates  that  poor  conditions  are  found  to  exist  uniformly  in  cer- 
tain relatively  backward  areas.   It  is  not  necessary  or  desirable  in  this 
study  to  call  attention  to  those  particular  counties.  However,  people  who 
recognize  from  a  study  of  these  data  that  their  counties  are  low  on  the 
scale  should  make  some  effort  to  remedy  conditions. 

It  has  been  said  that  Colorado  contains  ex-^rn'oles  of  the  best  and  the 
worst  in  public  education.  That  is  true  to  a  considerable  extent.   In 
certain  of  the  rich  districts  boys  and  girls  go  to  schools  housed  in  veri- 
table "olaces.  They  are  truf-'ht  by  teachers  w^o  have  high  professional 
standards,  high  levels  of  training  and  experience,  and  hi^h  standards  of 
salary.   Such  boys  and  girls  ere  fortunate.  At  the  other  extreme  we  have 
school  houses  which  are  a  disgrace  to  a  civilized  community  and  teachers 
who  are  ooorly  trained,  inexperienced,  and  definitely  under-paid.   Tlie 
people  of  Colorado  should  do  something  to  remedy  these  conditions. 
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A  partial  solution  to  the  problems,  lies  in  the  possibility  of  con- 
solidating school  districts.  Any  scheme  which  would  reduce  the  number  of 
small  school  administrative  units  in  this  state  would  serve  to  effect  some 
educational  arualization.  The  consolidation  of  the  present  school  dis- 
tricts would  reduce  the  range  of  educational  inequality  very  considerably. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  any  enlargement  of  administrative  units  always 
serves  to  produce  equalization.   The  people  of  Colorado  should  consider 
the  adoption  of  the  county  or  some  other  large  community  unit  as  the 
basis  for  administering  schools. 

Another  proposed  solution  lies  in  the  possibility  of  state  equaliza- 
tion through  the  distribution  of  the  state  aid  based  on  the  districts' 
need  and  ability.   Such  a  plan  as  the  one  used  in  New  York,  popularly 
referred  to  as  the  "Mort"  plan,  would  serve  to  reduce  the  range  of 
educational  ineouality  depicted  in  this  study.   Another  volume  in  this 
series  of  studies  previously  published  by  the  State  Department  of 
Education  and  called  "The  Application  of  Selected  State  Aid  and  State 
E^^ualization  Flans  to  Public  Education  in  Colorado"  has  described  such 
a  solution.   The  reader  is  referred  to  that  volume  for  further  infor- 
mation in  this  connection. 

Finally,  it  should  be  stated  that  in  the  judgment  of  the  writer, 
there  is  no  excuse  for  the  injustices  and  inequalities  demonstrated  in 
this  study.   Other  states,  in  which  the  problem  has  been  just  as  great, 
have  made  changes  vi^.ich  have  cxeatly  improved  educational  conditions. 
Utah,  Colorado's  next-door  neighbor  on  the  West,  operates  a  state 
school  system  with  forty  districts  and,  generally  speaking,  has  a  much 
more  economical  and  efficient  system  than  does  Colorado.  Many  states 
have  already  ado-nted  some  scheme  for  equalizing  educational  opportunity. 
It  is  a  resT^onsibility  of  intelligent,  informed  people  in  Colorado  to 
insist  that  the  state  inact  the  type  of  legislation  which  will  reform 
our  state  school  system  and  correct  the  undemocratic  conditions  •\Aiich 
exist.   7Jealth  must  be  taxed  wherever  it  is  found  to  educate  children 
wherever  they  »?./  livo.   "Tho  -.rj^itl'  of  ohj  strto  should  educate  the 
children  of  the  state.' 
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APPENDIX  A 


(Tables     A     to     HH) 


T/iBLE      A 

NUlffiER  AITD  TYPE  OE  SCHOOL  DISTRICTS, 
BY  COUNTIES,    1934 


^C 


Regular 

Joint 

High  3r 

hool 

; Total 
i Regular 
":?:  Joint 

: Total 
, Includ - 

:      ; 

* 

:ing 

1st 

:  2nd  : 

3rd 

1st  :  2nd 

.  3rd 

C  ounty 

rUnion 

:Di8^.3.* 

H.  S. 

Adams 

1 

2 

36 

1 

1 

2 

41 

43 

Alrjnosa 

1 

9 

2 

12 

12 

Arc.pahoe 

2 

1 

23 

1 

27 

27 

Archuleta 

1 

19 

1 

21 

21 

Baca 

2 

64 

1 

66 

67 

Bent 

1 

36 

1 

37 

38 

Boulder 

2 

2 

50 

1 

55 

55 

Chaffee 

1 

23 

1 

25 

25 

Cheyonne 

9 

1 

9 

10 

Clear  Creek 

8 

a 

8 

Conejos 

4 

23 

2 

29 

29 

Costilla 

1 

13 

14 

14 

Crov/ley 

3 

5 

8 

8 

Custer 

22 

1 

22 

23 

Delta 

1 

3 

12 

2 

18 

18 

Denver 

1 

1 

1 

Dolores 

9 

1 

10 

10 

Douglas 

29 

2 

1 

31 

32 

Eagle 

19 

1 

X 

2 

20 

23 

Elbert 

44 

3 

44 

47 

El  Pr.so 

1 

1 

31 

4 

1 

37 

38 

Fremont 

2 

1 

27 

30 

30 

Garfield 

2 

38 

1 

1 

4 

41 

46 

Gilpin 

10 

1 

10 

11 

Grand 

16 

1 

16 

17 

Gunnison 

2 

24 

1 

26 

27 

Hinsdale 

4 

4 

4 

Huerfano 

1 

1 

51 

1 

1 

53 

55 

Jackson 

6 

1 

6 

7 

Jefferson 

5 

40 

1 

46 

46 

Kiowa 

1 

17 

18 

18 

Kit  Carson 

1 

74 

1 

76 

76 

Lake 

1 

8 

9 

9 

La  Plata 

1 

1 

34 

1 

37 

37 

Larimer 

2 

1 

40 

3 

46 

46 

*  Counting  Joint  Districts  only  once. 
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TABLE 


(continued) 


County 


Regular 


Joint 


1st   :  2nd  :  3rd:  1st  :  2nd 


3rd 


High  School 


County:  Union 


: Total  : Total 
:  Regular:  Includ- 
:&  Joint :ing 
:Dists.*:H.  S. 


Las  Animas 

3 

1 

120 

Lincoln 

2 

43 

Logan 

1 

1 

57 

Mesa 

1 

4 

31 

Mineral 

3 

Moffat 

1 

36 

1    Montezuma 

3 

28 

Montrose 

1 

1 

21 

Morgan 

2 

15 

Otoro 

2 

3 

14 

Curry 

11 

Park 

19 

Phillips 

2 

30 

Pitkin 

1 

12 

ProwG  rs 

1 

2 

46 

Pueblo 

2 

2 

44 

Rio  Blanco 

1 

12 

Rio  Grande 

2 

1 

2 

Rouct 

S 

42 

Saguache 

1 

15 

San  Juan 

1 

San  Miguel 

14 

Sedgwick 

2 

18 

Suinmit 

8 

Teller 

1 

10 

Washington 

84 

Weld 

2 

11 

119 

Yuma 

2 

105 

2 

1 

2 
2 

1 

1 
2 


3 

1 


1 

8 


1 
X 

1 

1 

1 

1 
1 


124 

125 

2      45 

47 

59 

60 

2      36 

38 

3 

4 

37 

37 

31 

31 

23 

24 

19 

19 

20 

20 

12 

13 

19 

19 

34 

35 

15 

16 

3     51 

54 

48 

48 

14 

15 

5 

6 

1     46 

47 

17 

18 

1 

2 

14 

14 

23 

24 

9 

9 

11 

11 

85 

86 

132 

132 

1     116 

118 

Total 


36 


78  1  83-; 
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T/iRLE      B 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  DICTRICTS  IN  TEIM5 
OF  SCHOOL  CEI-^SIJS,   BY  C0UriTIES,1954.* 
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County 


Number  of  Districts  V'/ith  School  Census  of 

1-4    :5-9    : 10-14    : 15-19    : 20-24    ; 25-29    : 30-34   : 35-39 


:40-i4   :45  or:    Totrl 
:  :over   rDistc.* 


Adorns 
Alamosa 
Arapahoe 
Aroliuleta     5 
Baca  3 

Bent  1  3 

Boulder         1  7 

Chaffee  5  3 

Cheyenne 

Gleer  Creek  2 

Conojos 

Costilla 

C  roT,/ley 

Custer  2 

Delta 

Denver 
Dolores 
Douglas         2 
Eagle 
Elbert 

El  Paso  2 

Fremont  3 
Garfield 

Gilpin  1 

Gran.d  1 

Gunnison       2 
Hinudale 
Huerfano       1 
Jackson 
Jefferson     3 

KiO'/a  2 

Kit  Carson  2 

Lake  1 
La   ^"-lata 

Larimer  1 


4 
2 
4 

3 
3 
3 
3 

1 

2 

2 


7 

1 


1 

2 

1 

10 


5 
1 

1 


3 
3 
6 

4 
1 
3 

1 

2 


4 
2 


2 

4 


3 
1 
3 
1 

3 


7 
1 
6 

1 

10 

3 

p 


1 
2 
1 


1 
2 
7 

3 

2 
2 


1 

3 

6 

2 

1 

2 

2 

4 

1 

4 

2 

2 

2 

4 

1 

5 

5 

5 

1 

1 

1 

3 

1 

1 

2 

3 

4 

1 

1 

2 

6 

2 

1 

2 

8 

10 

11 

1 

1 

3 

3 

3 

4 

2 

2 

1 

1 

8 

2 
1 
1 
1 

1 


3 

32 

41 

10 

12 

3 

14 

27 

7 

7 

21 

7 

21 

66 

1 

12 

36 

2 

28 

55 

3 

22 

1 

7 

9 

2 

8 

4 

20 

29 

12 

14 

7 

8 

1 

3 

22 

1 

14 

18 

1 

1 

2 

10 

1 

5 

31 

1 

8 

19 

19 

44 

1 

20 

37 

14 

31 

3 

11 

41 

3 

9 

1 

5 

16 

1 

5 

2i 

1 

.1 

-X 

6 

23 

52 

3 

6 

1 

22 

46 

1 

10 

18 

4 

14 

76 

1 

6 

3 

15 

37 

3 

27 

46 

*Excluding  districts  ^vhich  maintain  no  school,  or  are  listed  in  another  county 
with  v;hich  it  is  joint,  or  for  which  data  ^.re  lacking. 
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TABLE 

B 

(continued) 

Number  of  Di 

^-tricts   VJith 

School  Census  c 

)f: 

County     : 1 

-4 

:5-9 

: 10-14 

:15-19 

:  20-24 

: 25-29    : 30-34    : 35-39 

:40-44 

:45  or 

••Total 

; 

: 

'. 

: 

: 

;                 ', 

; 

rover 

-.Diets.'* 

Las  /jiimaa 

5 

10 

9 

7 

11 

9 

8 

13 

4 

44 

120 

Lincoln 

8 

5 

5 

7 

3 

1 

16 

45 

Logan 

2 

3 

2 

9 

4 

7 

4 

3 

25 

59 

Mesa 

1 

3 

1 

1 

1 

2 

27 

36 

Mineral 

1 

1 

1 

3 

Moffat 

4 

6 

8 

2 

4 

1 

3 

2 

8 

37 

Montezuma 

1 

1 

1 

'x 

5 

1 

1 

3 

14 

31 

Montroso 

1 

1 

2 

1 

18 

23 

Morgf:.n 

1 

1 

1 

1 

15 

19 

Otero 

1 

1 

1 

1 

16 

20 

Ouray 

1 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

2 

2 

12 

Park 

3 

2 

1 

3 

1 

2 

1 

6 

19 

Phillips 

1 

1 

4 

5 

9 

2 

3 

2 

7 

34 

Pitkin 

1 

2 

5 

1 

2 

1 

1 

13 

Prowers 

1 

3 

3 

6 

8 

3 

4 

2 

4 

17 

51 

Pueblo 

1 

7 

4 

5 

1 

4 

1 

2 

5 

18 

48 

Rio  Blanco 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

2 

2 

4  ■ 

14 

Rio   Grande 

1 

1 

2 

3 

7 

Routt 

2 

1 

6 

12 

5 

6 

2 

1 

11 

46 

Saguache 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

2 

7 

17 

San  Juan 

1 

1 

San  Miguel 

1 

4 

1 

1 

3 

1 

1 

2 

14 

Sedgv;ick 

2 

5 

3 

4 

1 

1 

1 

4 

22 

Summit 

4 

2 

1 

1 

1 

9 

Te  lie  r 

1 

3 

1 

X 

1 

3 

10 

Washington 

1 

1 

8 

11 

16 

8 

5 

12 

6 

17 

85 

Weld 

5 

10 

7 

8 

1 

■J: 

5 

3 

3 

6 

81 

132 

Yuma 

7 

19 

17 

16 

15 

7 

10 

5 

19 

115 

Total 


53   122   177 


189 


167   161 


114 


112   100 


789 


1  984 


*Excludinc  districts  which  maintain  no  school  or  are  listed  in  another  county 
with  which  it  is  joint,  or  for  which  data  are  lacking. 
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TABLE     C 


DISTRIBUTION  OF  SCHOOL  DISTRICTS  IN  TEBAS  OF 
StmOLU.ENT,   BY  COU^JTIES.    1934* 
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Number 

of  Schools  ivi 

th  Enrollment 

of: 

:ToU  1 

County 

.Less   : 

5- 

:10- 

:15- 

:20- 

:25- 

:30- 

:  35- 

,  40- 

:  45-or 

•Dists.* 

than  5: 

9 

14 

19 

24 

29 

34 

39 

:  over 

Adams 

1 

5 

2 

3 

1 

1 

1 

27 

41 

Alamosa 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

6 

11 

Avo.'prJioe 

1 

4 

4 

3 

1 

14 

27 

Arohuletta 

3 

1 

2 

3 

1 

1 

1 

7 

19 

Baca 

1 

6 

8 

9 

13 

6 

6 

3 

13 

65 

Bent 

6 

9 

3 

3 

2 

2 

2 

2 

5 

54 

Boulder 

1 

9 

5 

4 

3 

4 

3 

4 

o 

1.J 

17 

5a 

Chaffee 

6 

6 

2 

2 

2 

1 

3 

23 

Cheyenne 

1 

1 

7 

9 

Clear  Creel 

t 

2 

1 

2 

1 

2 

8 

Conejos 

1 

1 

1 

4 

2 

1 

2 

17 

29 

Cos  till.". 

1 

1 

12 

14 

Crowley 

1 

1 

6 

8 

Custer 

6 

4 

4 

3 

3 

eo 

Delta 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

12 

18 

Denver 

1 

1 

Dolores 

1 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

10 

Douglr.s 

4 

8 

8 

2 

2 

2 

2 

3 

31 

Eagle 

1 

2 

3 

2 

2 

2 

7 

19 

Elbert 

3 

5 

10 

6 

1 

2 

2 

3 

11 

431 

El  Paso 

2 

2 

3 

1 

5 

1 

2 

18 

34 

Fremont 

5 

3 

4 

1 

1 

1 

1 

o 

9 

27 

Garfield 

2 

9 

4 

9 

3 

1 

3 

1 

9 

41 

Gilpin 

2 

3 

1 

2 

8 

Grand 

5 

1 

3 

2 

1 

3 

18 

Gunnison 

3 

4 

3 

5 

1 

2 

1 

4 

23 

Hinsdale 

1 

1 

1 

1 

4 

Hue  rf ano 

1 

5 

6 

4 

4 

4 

3 

2 

20 

51 

Jackson 

3 

1 

S 

6 

Jefferson 

4 

4 

7 

3 

3 

4 

2 

15 

46 

Kiowa 

1 

2 

2 

1 

1 

3 

1 

6 

17 

Kit  Carson 

1 

9 

18 

14 

9 

6 

6 

2 

1 

9 

75 

La  Plata 

3 

2 

8 

5 

4 

3 

2 

10 

37 

Larimer 

1 

6 

5 

2 

4 

1 

2 

2 

1 

22 

46 

Lake 

4 

1 

1 

1 

1 

8 

*  Excluding  62  districts  for  which  data  are  not  available, 
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TABIE 


(continued) 


County 


Numhe 


Less   :  5- 
than  5:  9 


10- 

:14 


Oi   Schr./' s  _tn  til  Jiurol.lment  of: 

15-  T20- '  ::i5-  :'oO-      :  Z>6-    :  40^ 
19    :24    :'29        :  34    :  39   :   44 


i-Z  or.  -.T'-taJ 

ov^r  r.Di;3t3j* 


Las  Animas 

8 

19 

14 

14 

11 

8 

8 

Lincoln 

1 

7 

5 

9 

3 

4 

1 

Logan 

2 

7 

8 

9 

6 

1 

4 

Mesa 

2 

4 

2 

3 

Mineral 

1 

Moffot 

4 

4 

8 

8 

3 

1 

2 

Montezumn 

1 

1 

4 

2 

3 

2 

3 

Montrose 

a 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

Morgan 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

Otero 

1 

1 

1 

1 

Ouray 

4 

2 

2 

Park 

1 

2 

3 

4 

2 

1 

Phillips 

6 

8 

5 

5 

3 

1 

Pitkin 

3 

5 

1 

1 

1 

Prowers 

3 

3 

7 

12 

5 

3 

3 

Pueblo 

2 

6 

7 

3 

6 

5 

1 

Rio  Blanco 

1 

2 

1 

2 

1 

3 

2 

Rio  Grande 

1 

1 

Routt 

11 

16 

4 

3 

1 

Saguache 

2 

3 

1 

2 

San  Juan 

San  Miguel 

3 

2 

4 

2 

1 

Sedgwick 

4 

5 

7 

1 

1 

1 

Summit 

2 

3 

1 

Teller 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

Washington 

5 

12 

10 

25 

11 

5 

5 

Weld 

9 

14 

6 

6 

5 

5 

6 

Yuma 

2 

27 

26 

27 

9 

11 

4 

6 

3 

29 

120 

12 

42 

1 

6 

14 

59 

2 

1 

21 

35 

1 

Z 

2 

2 

2 

36 

1 

1 

12 

30. 

1 

15 

23 

13 

19 

16 

20 

2 

1© 

2 

1 

3 

19 

1 

2 

3 

34 

2 

13 

2 

1 

11 

50 

2 

2 

13 

47 

1 

1 

14 

3 

5 

1 

1 

8 

45 

8 

16 

1 

1 

2 

14 

4 

23 

1 

1 

8 

3 

•9 

1 

4 

6 

8ft 

5 

4 

68 

128 

2 

1 

7 

116 

506   r~94Q 


Total      88   266  255   254   165   111    91     67     57 
*Excluding  62  districts  for  which  data  are  not  available. 


'  -A 

t 

5 

■8 

i 

, 

X 

"i 

3 

I. 

i' 

[:  : 

X 

S 

a^ , 

^    . 

s. 

S 

c- 

Q"2  ■ 

SI 

I 

X 

• 

■; 

I 

J 

i 

01 

s 

f-I  . 

5. 

r 
X.. 

s 

i 

J'^IS- 

^  . 

o    ~ 

X 

I 

/•' 

CJ  " 

I 
s 

■r.s  ■        i' 
e  I 


IX 


CJ 


-■5    !      p  ■♦."rfo? 


t  i :         jt'x  i 


CJ         V  i  iiloonU 

S 


o 


X 


5         s         :> .         •  i        p 


5  £• 


I  C 

S  X 


I  S  i.  S  5 

I  I  V  .3  i. 


ii 


-'■III  cneJ^O 

ii  *  5  S  r 

5        e        ^        0       3  o.i. 

I  I  g  E 


^  I        a        5        5.va        s  jq 

^  ^.  ?  -f  -^  -i  :^  I       OOfT-I^i    olH. 


aMiW' 


">Ci 


0  S 

1  S 


-^.  ^  -  II         99         OX       SI         5     rro&^D 

2  •■  3  3  8.  »  v3  ^i 


0 


^  ^i       li       e-.      ?s-      es      ?s       s 


InToT 


TABLE     D  56 

DISTRIBITI'ION  OF  SCHOOL  DISTOICTS  IN  lERMS  OF  A.D.A.  ,   BY  GOUNIIES.      19M* 


Number 

of  Districts  with 

A.D.A. 

of: 

County 

:0- 

:5- 

:10- 

:15- 

:20- 

25- 

:30- 

;35- 

40-     : 

Total  Ng. 

:4.99 

:9.99 

:14.99 

:  19 . 99 

:24.99 

:29.99 

34.99 

:39.99 

or  over: 

of  Dists  * 

Adams 

0 

1 

4 

5 

1 

3 

2 

6 

19 

41 

Alamosa 

1 

0 

0 

1 

1 

1 

0 

1 

6 

11 

Arapahoe 

3 

2 

4 

4 

0 

0 

0 

0 

13 

26 

Archuleta 

4 

4 

3 

0 

0 

2 

0 

1 

5 

19 

Baca 

3 

6 

12 

13 

6 

6 

2 

3 

11 

64 

Bent 

2 

12 

5 

3 

1 

4 

3 

1 

3 

34 

Boulder 

5 

8 

4 

7 

2 

5 

4 

2 

14 

52 

Chaffee 

9 

3 

4 

2 

1 

0 

0 

0 

3 

22 

Cheyenne 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

1 

6 

9 

Clear  Creek 

0 

3 

1 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

2 

8 

Conejos 

0 

3 

0 

3 

5 

2 

1 

2 

13 

29 

Costilla 

0 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

12 

14 

Crowley 

0 

0 

0 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

6 

3 

Custer 

2 

7 

6 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3 

20 

Delta 

0 

0 

1 

2 

0 

2 

2 

0 

13 

18 

Denver 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

1 

Dolores 

1 

1 

3 

3 

1 

1 

0 

0 

1 

10 

Douglas 

6 

11 

6 

2 

1 

1 

1 

0 

3 

31 

Eagle 

2 

1 

4 

2 

1 

1 

1 

0 

7 

19 

Elbert 

6 

6 

10 

8 

3 

2 

4 

1 

8 

42 

El  Paso 

2 

4 

1 

5 

2 

1 

1 

1 

17 

34 

Fremont 

1 

5 

4 

4 

1 

1 

1 

1 

9 

27 

Garfield 

7 

7 

12 

3 

1 

1 

3 

1 

6 

41 

Gilpin 

0 

3 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

3 

8 

Grand 

1 

4 

1 

2 

1 

2 

1 

0 

3 

19 

Gunnison 

3 

5 

3 

2 

1 

0 

0 

0 

4 

18 

Hinsdale 

1 

2 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

4 

Huerfano 

2 

9 

4 

6 

4 

1 

4 

16 

49 

Jackson 

0 

2 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

2 

6 

Jefferson 

4 

10 

5 

4 

4 

1 

1 

3 

14 

46 

Kiowa 

0 

4 

0 

4 

1 

1 

1 

0 

6 

17 

Kit  Carson 

3 

20 

16 

13 

8 

4 

2 

0 

9 

75 

Lake 

5 

0 

1 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

1 

8 

La  Plata 

1 

4 

7 

6 

3 

3 

2 

1 

10 

37 

Larimer 

3 

7 

3 

3 

4 

2 

2 

4 

18 

46 
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TABLE      D    (continued) 


57- 


County 


Nuraber  of  Districts  with  A.D.A.    of: 


0-      :5-      :10-      : 15-      :20-      :25-      :30-      :35-      :40-  :    Total  No. 

4. 99:9. 99:14. 99:19. 99:24. 99:29. 99:34. 99:39. 99:or  over:    of  Dists.* 


Las  Animas 

14 

28 

17 

9 

12 

10 

4 

1 

25 

120 

Lincoln 

2 

11 

6 

6 

4 

1 

0 

2 

11 

43 

Logan 

2 

12 

7 

9 

6 

3 

2 

5 

12 

58 

Mesa 

1 

3 

3 

2 

2 

2 

1 

1 

20 

35 

Mineral 

0 

1 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

1 

3 

Moffat 

5 

9 

11 

3 

1 

2 

3 

0 

2 

36 

Montezuma 

1 

2 

3 

6 

3 

1 

2 

2 

10 

30 

Montrose 

0 

1 

3 

0 

1 

2 

3 

0 

13 

23 

Morgan 

1 

i 

0 

1 

2 

1 

0 

0 

13 

19 

Otero 

0 

1 

2 

0 

1 

0 

4 

0 

12 

20 

Ouray 

1 

4 

1 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

2 

10 

Park 

1 

£ 

6 

1 

2 

2 

3 

0 

2 

19 

Phillips 

1 

8 

9 

4 

4 

2 

0 

3 

3 

34 

Pitkin 

4 

4 

2 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

2 

13 

Prowers 

4 

6 

12 

8 

3 

3 

5 

2 

7 

50 

Pueblo 

2 

13 

7 

0 

8 

1 

0 

5 

11 

47 

Rio  Blanco 

0 

3 

3 

3 

1 

2 

0 

0 

1 

13 

Rio  Grande 

1 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

0 

3 

5 

Routt 

3 

19 

10 

1 

1 

1 

1 

3 

7 

45 

Saguache 

3 

1 

1 

0 

1 

2 

0 

3 

5 

16 

San  Juan 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

1 

San  Miguel 

1 

3 

2 

7 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1 

14 

Sedgwick 

1 

7 

5 

4 

1 

1 

1 

0 

3 

23 

Sunmit 

5 

0 

0 

0 

1 

0 

1 

0 

1 

8 

Teller 

2 

2 

1 

1 

0 

0 

0 

1 

2 

9 

Washington 

3 

21 

24 

18 

3 

4 

1 

4 

6 

84 

Weld 

13* 

10 

13 

4 

6 

9 

6 

5 

62 

128 

Yuma 

9 

29 

38 

11 

15 

7 

0 

1 

6 

116 

Total 

157 

358 

313 

207 

136 

107 

73 

70 

510 

1  931 

^Seventy- one  districts  for  which  data  are   not   available. 
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TABLE    E 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  DISTRICTS  IN  TEIM.S  OF  NmiBER  OF 
TEACHERS  AND  ADMINISTR/^vTORS,   BY  COUNTIES,    1934 


58 


Number  of 

Distrj 

.cts  having 

Teac 

hers 

Number 

And  . 

ftdminis 

strators 

as 

follows : 

of  Dists. 

County      ! 

:9  Or; 

Total 

not 

'  1 

:  2 

:  3 

:  4 

:.  5 

I.    e   ; 

7 

:  8 

:more : 

Dists. 

reported 

Adams 

8 

9 

5 

6 

2 

6 

2 

3 

41 

Alamosa 

3 

1 

3 

1 

1 

1 

1 

11 

1# 

Arapahoe 

9 

4 

2 

5 

1 

2 

4 

27 

Archuleta 

12 

5 

1 

18 

]_** 

Baca 

39 

17 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

3 

65 

1* 

Bent 

21 

9 

2 

1 

1 

34 

3* 

Boulder 

23 

13 

7 

2 

2 

1 

4 

52 

3* 

Chaffee 

19 

1 

1 

1 

22 

3* 

Cheyenne 

1 

1 

2 

1 

3 

1 

9 

Clear  Creek 

5 

1 

1 

1 

8 

Conejos 

10 

6 

5 

2 

2 

4 

29 

Costilla 

2 

2 

6 

1 

2 

1 

14 

Crowley 

1 

1 

1 

1 

3 

7 

Custer 

16 

3 

1 

30 

2** 

Delta 

3 

4 

4 

1 

S 

4 

18 

Denver 

1 

1 

Dolores 

7 

1 

1 

1 

10 

Douglas 

25 

3 

1 

1 

1 

31 

Eagle 

7 

5 

4 

1 

2 

19 

1* 

Elbert 

21 

5 

9 

3 

2 

1 

1 

1 

43 

1# 

El  Paso 

10 

5 

2 

1 

4 

5 

1 

6 

34 

3# 

Fremont 

11 

7 

2 

2 

1 

2 

1 

2 

28 

3** 

Garfield 

28 

6 

1 

1 

3 

1 

1 

41 

Gilpin 

5 

2 

1 

8 

2* 

Grand 

8 

5 

2 

1 

16 

Gunnison 

17 

2 

1 

1 

2 

23 

3* 

Hinsdale 

2 

1 

1 

4 

Huerfano 

22 

16 

4 

3 

3 

1 

2 

51 

2* 

Jackson 

2 

1 

2 

1 

6 

Jefferson 

23 

9 

2 

4 

1 

2 

5 

46 

Kiowa 

5 

4 

2 

1 

4 

1 

17 

1* 

Kit  Carson 

55 

9 

3 

1 

2 

1 

3 

74 

2* 

Lake 

6 

1 

1 

8 

2_** 

La  Plata 

20 

8 

2 

2 

1 

1 

3 

37 

Larimer 

13 

14 

6 

5 

1 

1 

6 

46 
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TABI^ 


K 


(continued) 


County 


Number  of  Districts  having  Teachers 
And  Administrators  as  follows; 


4 


: Number 

:.of  DiSoS, 

:9  or: Total  :  not 
8   rmore:Dists. -.reported 


Las  Animas  70 

Lincoln  23 

Logan  27 

Mesa  8 

Mineral  1 


Moffat 

Montezuma 

Montrose 

Morgan 

Otero 


22 

16 

5 

3 

3 


25 

8 

17 

11 


5 
5 
8 
2 
3 


11 

1 
3 
2 

1 

7 
4 
6 
1 
2 


1 
2 
1 
5 
3 


3 
3 
3 
3 


1 
1  1 
3 


1 
3 
1 
4 
6 


120 

43 

58 

35 

2 

36 
30 
23 
19 
20 


4** 
2# 

1* 

1* 
1* 


Ouray 

Park 
Phillips 
Pitkin 
Prowers 


5 

7 
26 
12 
31 


3 

4 
4 

12 


10 
19 
34 
13 
50 


2* 


2** 


Pueblo 
Rio  Blanco 
Rio  Grande 
Routt 
Saguache 

San  Juan 
San  Miguel 
Sedgwick 
Summit 
Teller 


22 
4 
2 

28 
6 


7 

18 

5 

5 


Washington  57 
V/eld  43 
Yuma       98 


10 
7 

7 
5 


5 
1 
1 


18 

27 
12 


4 
2 


1 
1 
2 

2 
17 

1 


5 
9 
3 


1 

1 


4 
2 

2 

1 
3 

1 


47 

14- 

6 
45 

16 

1 

14 

23 

8 

9 


1  84 
20    128 

2  116 


1* 


1* 
1** 


1* 
2** 

1# 
4* 


Total 


1  013  379   166 


96 


49 


53 


27 


22 


136   1  941 


60 


*  No  data. 
**  No  school* 

#  Pupils  transported  or  District  Consolidated. 
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TABLE    F 

DISTRIBUTION   OF  DIST^JC^S  V.IIIO^'  COi^ITAlII  OIJE-TS/.CJtER  SG^ICOLS, 
BY  l^im-IBER  OF  SUCK  .XUOOLS  T^^INTAIi^EE ,   BY  C0TOTIE3.    1954. 
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County 


rDiPtx-ictr.  .vjtli  one:   oi"  more  'l)ist;iaot;3 
Districts  with  only  One-    -.larger  schools  anu  also  Cne'cont'ing 
Teacher  Schools,  as  follovjs: :  Teacher  Schools, as  follows-  ;   One- 

:       :      :^r  or.T'ftaoheT 


2 


4  or 
more 


3   :inor'i?-.oL«lioG)ls 


Adams 

8 

A_laraosa 

3 

Arapahoe 

9 

Archuletta 

14 

Baca 

39 

Bent 

21 

Boulder 

23 

Chaffee 

21 

Cheyenne 

1 

Clear  Creek 

5 

Conejos 

10 

Costilla 

2 

C  rowley 

1 

Custer 

18 

Delta 

3 

Denver 

Dolores 

7 

Douglas 

25 

Eagle 

8 

Elbert 

21 

El  Paso 

10 

Fremont 

10 

Garfield 

28 

Gilpin 

5 

Grand 

7 

Gunnison 

17 

Hinsdale 

2 

Huerfano 

22 

Jackson 

2 

Jefferson 

23 

Kiowa 

4 

Kit  Carson 

57 

Lake 

6 

La  Plata 

20 

Larimer 

11 

2 

4 
11 


4 
3 

3 

4 
4 
1 
4 

1 
1 
9 
1 
3 

2 

4 

3 
3 


1 
1 


4 
1 


15 

13 
19 
50 

26 

23 

22 

6 

5 

11 
5 
3 

19 
8 

0 

9 

27 

15 

37 

15 
15 
33 
6 
11 

19 
3 

38 
5 

26 

7 
63 

7 
30 
19 


3 
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t:-3Le 


(contiixued) 


:Districts  with  one 

or  more  tDistricts 

•Districts  with  only  One- 

: larger  schools  and 

also  One:Cont*ing 

C  ounty 

'Tescher  Schools,  cs   follows: 

: Teacher  Schools, as 

follO'.vs:  :   One- 

:       :     :  'x  or 

•              •           • 

:   4  or  : Teacher 

1   :   2   :   3  :  more 

:    1   :   2   :   3 

more  : Schools. 

Las  Anima: 

Lincoln 

Logan 

Mesa 

Mineral 


70 

28 

27 

7 

1 


10 

5 

11 

1 


4 
1 


88 
33 
39 
10 

1 


Moffatt 

Montezuma. 

Montrose 

Morgan 

Otero 


23 

16 

5 

3 

3 


4 

1 


3 

1 
1 


34 
20 

8 
11 

6 


Ouray 

Park 

Phillips 

Pitkin 

Prowers 

Pueblo 
Rio  Blanco 
Rio  Grande 
Routt 
Saguache 


5 
7 

25 
12 
31 

21 
4 
2 

29 
6 


2 
1 

1 

1 
1 


7 

14 
28 
12 
37 

25 

13 

3 

38 
10 


San  Juan 
San  Miguel 
Sedgwick 
Summit 
Teller 


7 

IB 

5 

5 


1 

11 

21 

5 

5 


Washington 

Weld 

Yuma 


57 

43 
98 


11- 
10 


76 

53 

108 


Total 


1  016 


59 


15 


1  331 


Oi 


t 


Conejos 
Costilla 
C  rov/ley 
Custer 
Delta 


TABLE     a 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  ONE-TSACHER  SCHOOLS  HI 
TEaiS  OF  ENROLIMENT,   BY  COUNTIES,    1934, 
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Coiinty 


Number  of  Distrint.s  with  Enrollment  of :- 


10 


Adfms 

Alrmosa 

Arapahoe 

Archuleta 

Baca 

Bent 
Boulder 
Chaffee 
Cheyenne 
Clear  Creek 


2 


X 

1 
1 


X 

X 


X 

a 

X 
2 
3 


X 
X 

2 
3 

X 


X 
2 

X 

2 

X 


1 
2 

2 
2 

1. 


X 
X 


Denver 

Dolores 

Douglas 

Eagle 

Elbert 

El  Paso 

Fremont 

Garfield 

Gilpin 

Grand 


2 


X 
X 


X 
2 
2 

X 
X 


X 
X 
2 

X 

X 


Gunnison 

Hinsdale 

Huerfano 

Jackson 

Jefferson 


X 
2 
X 


X 
X 
2 


X 
2 


2 
2 


Kiowa 

Kit  Carson 

Lake 

La  Plata 

Larimer 


X 
4 


X 
2 


X 
3 
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TABLE 


(continued) 


Co\inty 


Number  of  Districts  with  Enrollment  of ;- 


:3 


:6 


:8 


Las  Animas 

Lincoln 

Logan 

Mesn 
Mineral 

Moffat 

Montezuimi 

Montrose 

Morgan 

Otero 


4 

1 

1      1 


1 
1 


1 
1 


5 
5 

4 
1 


6 
3 

3 
1 


1 
1 
2 


2 
2 
3 


Ouray- 
Park 
Phillips 
Pitkin 
Prov;ars 


1 
1 
1 


1 
4 
2 


1 
3 
2 


Pueblo 
Rio  Blanco 
Rio  Grande 
Routt 
Saguache 


3 

1 

3 

1 


San  Juan 
San  Miguel 
Sedgwick 
Summit 
Teller 


1 
S 


Washington 

Weld 

Yuma 


2 
6 
2 


1 

6 


4 
3 
3 


4 
3 
9 


Total 


14  22 


■13 


39 


60 


61 


72 
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T/^LE 


[Continued) 


DISTIilBTTTION   OF   0NS-TK'.CriE2  SCHOOLS   ^^ 
TERI.:S  OF  lHHiOLLIvIEl^ ,   hi  OOUITTIES,    1934, 


Numb 

er  of 

Districts 

with 

Inrollirient 

of:- 

:_Tot; 
:0no- 

al 

County 

16 

21 

26 

;over 

-Tdacher 

:   11   : 

12     : 

13 

.      14    : 

15 

:    20 

:    25   : 

30 

:    30 

:  Sch( 

DOls* 

Adorns 

1 

4 

3 

1 

5 

15 

Alpmosa 

1 

1 

4 

Arr.pp.hoe 

2 

2 

5 

1 

is 

Archuleta 

2 

1 

2 

1 

7 

17 

Bc.cn 

2 

1 

2 

2 

2 

16 

6 

6 

5 

50 

Bent 

1 

2 

2 

3 

1 

2 

3 

2 

2 

26 

Boulder 

1 

1 

2 

1 

Q 
1^ 

2 

2 

1 

23 

Chaffee 

2 

1 

3 

1 

1 

20 

Cheyenne 

1 

2 

3 

6 

Clear  Creek 

1 

2 

5 

Conejos 

1 

1 

4 

4 

11 

Costilla 

1 

1 

2 

Crowley 

1 

1 

1 

3 

Custer 

2 

1 

1 

5 

2 

17 

Delta 

3 

2 

2 

8 

Denver 

1 

1 

Dolores 

2 

1 

2 

2 

8 

Douglas 

2 

2 

1 

2 

2 

3 

25 

Eagle 

1 

2 

2 

2 

4 

14 

Elbert 

3 

2 

3 

1 

1 

5 

2 

1 

9 

36 

El  Paso 

1 

2 

5 

1 

15 

Fremont 

1 

1 

1 

4 

1 

1 

1 

15 

Garfield 

1 

1 

1 

5 

5 

3 

1 

4 

33 

Gilpin 

1 

1 

6 

Grand 

1 

3 

2 

11 

Gunnison 

1 

2 

4 

1 

2 

19 

Hinsdale 

1 

3 

Huerfano 

2 

1 

2 

T 

7 

3 

^c 

7 

55 

Jackson 

1 

1 

1 

5 

Jefferson 

1 

2 

1 

1 

7 

o 

Ci 

3 

1 

26 

Kiowa 

1 

2 

1 

1 

7 

Kit  Carson 

5 

4 

2 

4 

3 

14 

7 

5 

5 

63 

Lake 

1 

1 

6 

La  Plata 

2 

5 

5 

3 

7 

30 

Larimer 

1 

3 

1 

1 

3 

2 

1 

1 

18 

v^' 
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TABLE   G 


(continued) 


i      ■  1 

County 

Number  of 

Districts 

vvith 

Enrollment 

of:- 

£_Total 

16 

21 

26 

:ovor 

:0nc-Teachor 

i 

:  11  : 

12 

:   13 

:   LI  : 

15 

:  20 

25 

30 

30 

: Schools* 

i 

1    Las  Animas 

5 

5 

1 

1 

17 

15 

5 

9 

87 

'    Lincoln 

1 

1 

1 

4 

7 

2 

2 

5 

33 

j    Logf.n 

2 

2 

1 

3 

8 

4 

1 

7 

39 

i    Mesa 

2 

1 

1 

3 

1 

10 

Mineral 

1 

1 

!     Moffr.t 

1 

2 

2 

2 

9 

3 

1 

3 

34 

Monteziima 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

5 

2 

c, 

20 

•    Montrose 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

8 

Morgan 

1 

1 

2 

5 

11 

Otero 

1 

1 

3 

6 

Ouray 

1 

1 

1 

7 

Park 

1 

1 

1 

1 

2 

3 

12 

Phillips 

2 

3 

1 

2 

3 

7 

1 

1 

28 

Pitkin 

1 

1 

10 

Prowers 

2 

3 

2 

2 

9 

4 

2 

5 

35 

Pueblo 

1 

3 

1 

2 

4 

3 

1 

1 

25 

Rio  Blajico 

1 

1 

2 

1 

3 

2 

13 

Rio  Grande 

1 

1 

3 

Routt 

2 

2 

8 

2 

5 

3 

1 

38 

Saguache 

1 

1 

2 

10 

San  Juan 

1 

1 

San  Mieuel 

1 

1 

3 

2 

1 

11 

Sedgwick 

2 

1 

1 

2 

■5 

1 

1 

2. 

20 

Summit 

5 

Teller 

1 

1 

5 

Washington 

3 

1 

1 

5 

9 

19 

9 

6 

5 

76 

I'Jeld 

3 

3 

3 

5 

3 

3 

6 

49 

Yuma 

3 

3 

10 

6 

7 

21 

11 

7 

6 

108 

Totals  55     61      55     49    65   233   147    86   147 

*31  Districts  for  ^'ihich  data  are  not  available. 
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DISTRIBUTION  OF  SCHOOL  DISTRICTS   Hi   TEmiS  OF  /iJS^SSPlD  Vi.LUATION 
.(IN  THOUS;iIDS)    PER  CEilSUS  CHILD,   BY  COUNTIES.    1934* 


i       

Numbo  r 

of  Distr 

i 

3tS 

with  . 

\ssessod  Yaluat 

Ion 

Total 

j     County 

{ 

in  Thousands) 

P' 

3r 

Census 

Child  of:- 

- 

Under 

•1-  : 

2- 

6-  : 

8 

- 

:  10- 

:20-  : 

30-  : 

40- 

:50 

or  ' 

Dists.* 

• 

1 

.00 

.1.9: 

3.9 

i5*9: 

7.9: 

9 

.9 

:  19.9 

:29.9: 

39.9; 

49.9 

:ovcr 

j     Adams 

3 

10 

17 

5 

3 

5 

1 

42 

Alamosa 

2 

4 

4 

1 

3 

14 

Arapahoe 

2 

8 

7 

7 

1 

3 

1 

29 

I            /irchuleta 

2 

9 

2 

3 

3 

2 

1 

22 

Baca 

18 

31 

13 

1 

2 

1 

66 

1     Bent 

8 

9 

12 

4 

2 

3 

38 

!     Bouldor 

6 

13 

21 

7 

1 

3 

2 

1 

2 

56 

Chaff eo 

4 

1 

3 

2 

6 

3 

4 

23 

,     Cheyenne 

1 

2 

2 

1 

3 

9 

1     Clear  Crec 

!k 

2 

2 

1 

2 

1 

8 

,     Conejos 

4 

12 

8 

5 

1 

30 

Costilla 

7 

1 

2 

1 

• 

14 

Crowloy 

1 

6 

1 

, 

8 

Custer 

2 

2 

8 

5 

4 

1 

22 

Delta 

6 

11 

1 

18 

Denver 

1 

1 

Dolores 

3 

4 

1 

1 

1 

10 

Douglas 

1 

1 

2 

4 

10 

4 

8 

2 

1 

53 

Eagle 

3 

4 

5 

3 

5 

5 

23 

Elbert 

3 

13 

14 

6 

5 

3 

1 

1 

46 

El  Paso 

2 

8 

11 

5 

3 

5 

1 

2 

37 

Fremont 

5 

7 

6 

4 

5 

3 

1 

1 

32 

Garfield 

1 

3 

9 

14 

6 

3 

7 

43 

Gilpin 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

9 

Grand 

1 

1 

2 

2 

3 

6 

1 

1 

17 

Gunnison. 

2 

1 

2 

1 

7 

7 

2 

1 

1 

24 

HinsdalG 

1 

2 

1 

4 

Huerfano 

12 

15 

10 

9 

2 

2 

1 

1 

5E 

Jackson 

3 

1 

2 

6 

Jefferson 

4 

16 

7 

8 

5 

2 

1 

1 

46 

Kiowa 

6 

5 

2 

4 

1 

18 

Kit  Carsor 

i 

1 

11 

28 

23. 

1 

4 

7 

3 

78 

Lake 

1 

2 

2 

1 

6 

La  Plata 

3 

13 

12 

5 

2 

1 

1 

1 

38 

Larimer 

11 

20 

6 

4 

1 

46 

-  r 
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TABLE 

H 

(continued) 

Number  o 

f  Dist 

riot 

3  ' 

vith  Assessed  Valuat 

ion 

Tot- 1 

County 

(in 

Thcusrnds) 

per 

C 

3nsus  Oh: 

Lid  of: 

- 

- 

"k 

:Unaer 

ti- 

:2- 

4-   : 

6- 

:8 

- 

:10- 

:20- 

:30- 

:40- 

.50  or 

Dists. 

1 

.00 

ll. 9. 

:3.9 

:5.9  : 

7.9 

:9 

.9 

:19.9 

:  29 . 9 

:39.9 

:49.9 

tover 

Las  Animas 

7 

33 

32 

20 

7 

6 

8 

3 

3 

1 

120 

Lincoln 

3 

22 

g 

6 

5 

45 

Logcn 

3 

27 

Li 

11 

2 

2 

59 

Mosa 

7 

18 

3 

1 

2 

36 

Minerr.l 

1 

1 

1 

3 

Moff-.t 

4 

17 

11 

1 

2 

1 

1 

37 

Montozumr. 

3 

18 

7 

1 

1 

T_ 

31 

Montrose 

11 

9 

3 

1 

2 

26 

Morgan 

1 

12 

5 

1 

19 

Otoro 

1 

9 

6 

2 

1 

1 

20 

Ourny 

3 

1 

3 

3 

1 

11 

Park 

1 

2 

2 

4 

1 

8 

1 

1 

20 

Phillips 

3 

8 

11 

10 

1 

^1 

1 

38 

Pitkin 

2 

1 

3 

2 

3 

1 

1 

13 

Prowers 

7 

16 

14 

6 

4 

3 

1 

51 

""uoblo 

7 

8 

8 

8 

3 

9 

2 

2 

1 

48 

Rio  Blanco 

2 

2 

3 

■J: 

3 

1 

15 

Rio  C-rande 

2 

1 

1 

6 

Routt 

1 

15 

10 

3 

5 

5 

1 

1 

46 

Sagur.cho 

2 

2 

2 

3 

'X 

1 

o 

2 

13 

Son   Ju-^.n 

1 

1 

Sen  Miguel 

3 

1 

4 

2 

1 

1 

2 

1 

15 

Sodgv;ick 

1 

5 

9 

5 

3 

1 

25 

oummit 

2 

1 

2. 

1 

1 

1 

1 

9 

Toller 

4 

2 

1 

2 

1 

10 

'V'.shington 

1 

IS 

43 

n 

8 

4 

2 

1 

84 

Weld 

8 

63 

41 

9 

3 

8 

1 

1 

2 

136 

Yvmic. 

5 

■iO 

50 

13 

6 

2 

1 

117 

Total 

55 

304 

632 

436 

21C 

104 

174 

48 

15 

12 

28 

2  027 

"^  Including  joint  districts  counted  in  each  cou::.ty  and  vjith  tw^^nty-nme 
districts  for  which  dcta  are  not  available. 
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t;j3Le    I 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  SCHOOL  DISTRICTS   III  TEmS  OF  ASSESSSD  V.JJJA- 
TION    (m   TEOUS/J-IDS)    ".PER  PUPIL  ENROLLED,    BY  COTJl^ITIES.      1931* 


County 


Number  of  Districts  with  Assossod  Vr^luo- 
tion  (in  Thousrn.ds)  Psr  Ciiild  Enrolled  of:- 


UndGr:l.- 
1.    :1.9 


2.- 

3.9 


5.9 


:6.-   :8.-   :10.-:20.-  :30.-  :'l-0.-:50  or:Total 
:7.9   :9.9   -.19.9:29.9  :39.9  :i9.9:ovGr  :DistSc 


Adams 

2 

6 

10 

11 

5 

5 

2 

1 

42 

Alamosa 

1 

2 

5 

1 

2 

2 

13 

Arapahoe 

2 

4 

8 

1 

3 

6 

1 

1   1 

27 

Archuleta 

2 

3 

3 

3 

3 

5 

1 

20 

Baca 

5 

25 

17 

7 

;i 

5 

1 

65 

Bent 

2 

10 

6 

5 

5 

8 

58 

Boulder 

4 

11 

11 

12 

4 

6 

1 

1 

3 

53 

Chaffee 

2 

1 

1 

2 

5 

x 

1 

1   5 

22 

Choyemie 

1 

1 

6 

1 

9 

Clear  Creek 

2 

3 

1 

1 

1 

8 

Conejos 

3 

11 

7 

1 

4 

1 

30 

Costilla 

7 

1 

2 

1 

2 

1 

14 

C  rowley 

1 

.1 
1 

1 

1 

1 

8 

Custer 

2 

,1 
■± 

nc 

1 

3 

5 

1 

20 

Delta 

\r 

7 

1 
-r 

2 

1 

18 

Denver 

1 

1 

Dolores 

3 

3 

1 

3 

10 

Douglas 

2 

1 

3 

3 

7 

9 

2 

2 

2   2 

33 

Eagle 

1 

3 

2 

5 

2 

2 

5 

1 

1 

22 

Elbert 

7 

11 

5 

'± 

14 

1 

2 

1 

45 

El  Paso 

■1 

7 

4 

9 

6 

4 

2 

1 

34 

Fremont 

2 

6 

6 

3 

3 

7 

1 

1 

29 

':>arfield 

1 

4 

6 

12 

5 

11 

3 

1 

43 

Gilpin 

1 

X 

2 

1 

1 

8 

Grand 

1 

1 

2 

3 

6 

2 

1 

16 

Gunnison 

1 

1 

2 

1 

6 

3 

5 

2    2 

23 

Hinsdale 

2 

2 

4 

Huerfano 

6 

11 

17 

2 

3 

5 

b 

1 

1 

51 

Jackson 

n 

1 

3 

6 

Jefferson 

1 

8 

10 

6 

7 

•5 

1 

2    3 

46 

Kiowa 

1 

4 

3 

7 

2 

17 

Kit  Carson 

5 

20 

17 

12 

5 

10 

5 

1 

75 

Lake 

1 

1 

1 

2 

3 

8 

La  Plata 

3 

5 

14 

4 

6 

3 

2 

37 

Larimer 

1 

9 

g 

8 

7 

12 

46 

y* 


69 


TABLE 

I 

(cent 

inucd) 

Number 

of  D 

istric 

ts  'vi 

th  Asse 

3s; 

:;d 

Valua- 

County 

t 

ion  { 

in  Thousands)  Po 

r  Child 

Enro 

llec 

i  of  :- 

Under 

:1.- 

:4,- 

:6.- 

:8o- 

-.10.-; 

20 

*  ■" 

:30 

.-  :40.-: 

50  or 

: Total 

1 

:1.9 

:3.9 

:5.9 

:7.9 

:9.9 

:19.9: 

29 

.9 

:39 

.9  :49.9: 

over 

-.Dists.* 

Lns  i\nimas 

6 

12 

41 

22 

13 

5 

13 

2 

1     2 

3 

120 

Lincoln 

10 

11 

11 

2 

7 

2 

43 

Logan 

9 

14 

11 

11 

8 

3 

2 

58 

Mesa 

2 

18 

6 

2 

5 

1 

1 

35 

Mineral 

1 

1 

2 

Moffat 

1 

11 

10 

7 

1 

3 

1 

1 

1 

36 

Montezuma 

2 

11 

12 

3 

1 

1 

30 

Montrose 

2 

15 

5 

1 

3 

26 

Morgan 

7 

7 

2 

3 

19 

Otero 

8 

2 

6 

1 

3 

20 

Ouray 

2 

2 

1 

5 

1 

11 

Park 

2 

3 

4 

6 

1 

1 

2 

19 

Phillips 

2 

5 

7 

2 

16 

2 

34 

Pitkin 

2 

1 

5 

1 

2 

13 

Prowers 

12 

14 

7 

8 

8 

1 

50 

Pueblo 

3 

12 

5 

4 

2 

13 

7 

1 

47 

Rio  Blanco 

1 

2 

2 

1 

2 

7 

15 

Rio  Grande 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

6 

Routt 

6 

10 

6 

19 

1 

2     1 

45 

Saguache 

1 

1 

3 

3 

3 

2 

1 

2 

1 

17 

San  Juan 

1 

1 

San  Miguel 

3 

3 

2 

3 

1 

2 

1 

15 

Sedgv;ick 

1 

4 

5 

4 

7 

2 

23 

Summit 

2 

1 

1 

1 

3 

8 

Teller 

4 

2 

2 

1 

9 

Y/ashington 

4 

25 

24 

11 

7 

9 

2 

1 

1 

84 

Weld 

4 

33 

41 

27 

7 

16 

2 

1 

131 

Yuma 

12 

43 

29 

14 

10 

7 

1 

116 

Total 


34  132  470  388  281   171 


332   75 


31 


13   45   1  972 


*  Thirty  districts  for  which  data  are  not  available . 
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County 

: Number  of 
•.Under:  1.- 

Districts 

v;ith 

Asse,: 

,sed  Valuation  per 

A.D.A. 

of:-: 

:2.- 

t  'i  •  "■ 

:6.- 

:8.- 

:10.- 

:20.- 

:30.- 

:40.- 

:50  or 

:Tot£.l 

:1.00  : 

1.9 

:3.9 

:5.9 

:7.9 

:9.9 

:19.9 

:29.9 

:39.9 

:49.9 

rover 

:DistG. 

i 

1     Adams 

1 

3 

8 

9 

6 

9 

4 

1 

1 

42 

]     Alamosa 

2 

3 

2 

1 

2 

2 

1 

13 

;     Arapahoe 

5 

3 

5 

1 

6 

4 

2 

27 

1     A.rchuleta 

1 

2 

4 

3 

2 

4 

3 

1 

20 

f     Baca 

j 

3 

20 

19 

8 

5 

8 

1 

64 

1 

1     Bent 

7 

8 

3 

3 

12 

2 

1 

36 

j     Boulder 

1 

7 

9 

S 

12 

12 

1 

5 

5» 

'            Chaffee 

2 

2 

5 

4 

£ 

2 

5 

22 

C  heyenne 

2 

4 

1 

1 

1 

9 

Clear  Creek 

1 

1 

1 

2 

E 

1 

8 

'     Conejos 

4 

12 

5 

2 

4 

3 

30 

Costilla 

6 

1 

2 

2 

1 

1 

1 

14 

C  rowley 

1 

1 

4 

1 

1 

8 

1     Custer 

1 

4 

5 

1 

2 

6 

1 

£® 

1     Delta 

1 

1 

7 

5 

2 

2 

1 

18 

I 

1     Denver 

1 

1 

Dolores 

1 

3 

2 

1 

3 

10 

Douglas 

1 

2 

1 

3 

4 

13 

2 

1 

2 

4 

33 

i     Eagle 

1 

1 

4 

1 

5 

1 

5 

2 

1 

1 

22 

Elbert 

5 

8 

7 

4 

12 

6 

1 

1 

1 

45 

El  Paso 

1 

3 

6 

6 

7 

7 

1 

2 

1 

34 

Fremont 

2 

6 

3 

5 

1 

10 

2 

29 

Garfield 

1 

1 

5 

8 

5 

16 

2 

3 

2 

43 

Gilpin 

1 

1 

1 

2 

2 

1 

8 

Grand 

1 

2 

3 

4 

4 

1 

1 

16 

Gunnison 

1 

1 

2 

■i 

4 

5 

3 

3 

23 

Hinsdale 

2 

1 

1 

4 

Huerfano 

4 

9 

14 

6 

3 

4 

7 

2 

2 

51 

Jackson 

1 

I 

1 

3 

• 

6 

Jefferson 

1 

7 

5 

5 

4 

14 

3 

3 

1 

3 

45 

Kiowa 

S 

1 

1 

1 

2 

3 

3 

3 

1 

17 

Kit  Carson 

2 

15 

14 

12 

11 

10 

5 

5 

1 

75 

Lake 

1 

1 

2 

4 

8 

La  Plata 

1 

5 

11 

8 

3 

3 

5 

2 

38 

Larimer 

5 

8 

8 

4 

17 

2 

2 

46 

.'iU:  vtx:roO 


SS 


yc: 


Vj. 


I 

^l-- 

c- 

I 

s 

s 

i- 

g 

i 

z 

1^ 

I 

e 

I 

s 

Si 

I 

sx 

«-« 

i^ 

i 

X 

X 

^ 

a 

5 

X 

X 
X 

I 

X 

JK?             '^  X             ai  -.1  :  >f          ^^          .1                              'i ,;^. 

i  I          i          ^  ;:  lijTJiot^"^') 

X  a           S  i  '.  X  ;hooaD  -i^eXO 

••  :^;  e  ^:,£      ;•■  acxo^ioo 
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T/J3LE 


(continuGd) 


•.Numbor  of  Districts  with  Assessed  Valuation  Per  A.D.A.  of:-   :Total 


Coimty   :TJnder:l.-:  2.-:  4,- 
:1.00  1.9:  3.9:  5.9 


6.-  :8.-:10.-  :20.-  :30.- 
7.9  :9.9:19«9  :29,9  :39.9 


40.-  :50  or:Dists. 
49.9  :ovGr  : 


Las  Animas  2 

7 

25 

28 

14 

9 

22 

4 

2 

Lincoln 

1 

6 

9 

10 

7 

7 

1 

Logan 

4 

11 

12 

7 

19 

4 

Mesa 

17 

7 

3 

2 

5 

1 

Mineral 

1 

Moffat 

1 

5 

11 

8 

2 

6 

2 

1 

Montezuma  1 

6 

17 

3 

2 

1 

Montrose 

1 

12 

7 

3 

1 

3 

Morgan 

3 

8 

4 

Z 

1 

Otero 

3 

7 

3 

8 

5 

Ouray- 

2 

1 

1 

5 

1 

Park 

1 

2 

1 

1 

8 

4 

2 

Phillips 

1 

5 

5 

4 

14 

5 

Pitkin 

1 

2 

1 

3 

4 

Prowers 

8 

10 

13 

2 

13 

3 

Pueblo 

1 

6 

8 

3 

3 

14 

6 

4 

Rio  Blanco 

2 

1 

2 

8 

1 

1 

Rio  Grande 

2 

2 

1 

1 

Routt 

5 

5 

4 

6 

13 

7 

2 

Saguache   1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

3 

1 

San  Juan 

1 

San  Miguel 

2 

2 

3 

3 

1 

3 

Sedgwick 

4 

3 

3 

11 

1 

Summit 

1 

1 

2 

1 

Teller 

3 

2 

1 

2 

Washington 

2 

18 

21 

16 

8 

15 

2 

2 

Weld 

20 

33 

33 

16 

21 

5 

3 

Yuma 

6 

38 

23 

20 

12 

13 

4 

Total      18 

74 

355 

357 

285 

194 

426 

124 

59 

2 

5 

120 

2 

43 

2 

59 
35 

1 

2 

36 
30 
26 
19 
20 

10 

1 

20 
34 

2 

13 

1 

50 

1 

1 

47 

15 

6 

3 

45 

1 

3 

18 

1 
15 

1 

23 

3 

8 

1 

9 

84 
131 
116 

21 


61   1  9^4 


*  Fifty-four  districts  for  which  data  arc  not  available. 
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DISTRIBUTION  OF  SCHOOL  DISTRICTS  IN  TERMS  OF  ASSESSED  VZ-IUATION 
(IN  IHOUSMDS)    PER  CL/lS^ROO^:  UNITS,    BY  COUNTIES.    19;54* 


Number 

of  i> 

istri 

cts  wi 

th  Assessed 

Valuation 

tTot-a 

(in 

thous 

ands) 

per  classroom  Units  of: 

County- 

under: 

20- 

:  40- 

:  60- 

:  80- 

:  100- 

-:  140- : 

180- 

-:  220- : 

260- 

:300  or 

TDists 

20  : 

39 

:  59 

:  79 

:  99 

:  139 

:  179  : 

219 

:  259  : 

299 

:  over 

Adams 

2 

1 

3 

8 

6 

9 

5 

2 

6 

42 

Alamosa 

2 

1 

1 

5 

1 

1 

2 

13 

Arapahoe 

3 

1 

5 

7 

2 

2 

3 

3 

1 

27 

Archuleta 

1 

6 

1 

3 

1 

3 

3 

1 

1 

20 

Baca 

4 

19 

19 

8 

10 

2 

1 

1 

64 

Bent 

8 

4 

5 

1 

5 

1 

5 

1 

3 

3 

36 

Boulder 

6 

5 

4 

5 

11 

5 

8 

5 

1 

3 

53 

Chaffee 

3 

1 

7 

5 

3 

3 

22 

Cheyenne 

1 

1 

7 

9 

Clear  Creel 

cr 

1 

3 

1 

1 

2 

8 

Conejos 

4 

8 

7 

3 

5 

2 

1 

30 

Costilla 

1 

2 

1 

1 

3 

1 

14 

Crowley 

1 

1 

3 

1 

1 

1 

8 

Custer 

4 

6 

2 

2 

4 

1 

1 

20 

Delta 

1 

5 

1 

4 

3 

2 

1 

1 

18 

Denver 

1 

1 

Dolores 

2 

4 

1 

1 

2 

10 

Douglas 

1 

4 

4 

5 

3 

6 

2 

1 

7 

33 

Eagle 

1 

2 

1 

3 

1 

2 

3 

2 

5 

2 

22 

Elbert 

2 

5 

11 

6 

8 

3 

5 

2 

3 

45 

El  Paso 

1 

2 

6 

2 

7 

8 

3 

2 

1 

2 

34 

Fremont 

2 

5 

3 

6 

6 

3 

2 

1 

1 

29 

Garfield 

2 

2 

4 

5 

12 

6 

7 

2 

1 

2 

43 

Gilpin 

1 

2 

1 

3 

1 

8 

Grand 

1 

1 

1 

4 

4 

1 

4 

16 

G\innison 

1 

1 

3 

1 

1 

6 

10 

23 

Hinsdale 

1 

1 

1 

1 

4 

Huerfano 

4 

11 

13 

5 

6 

6 

5 

1 

51 

Jackson 

3 

1 

1 

1 

6 

Jefferson 

2 

6 

7 

1 

7 

9 

5 

6 

1 

2 

46 

Kiowa 

2 

2 

3 

1 

1 

7 

17 

Kit  Carson 

8 

10 

13 

11 

16 

9 

4 

1 

1 

2 

75 

Lake 

2 

3 

1 

2 

8 

La  Plata 

2 

7 

8 

3 

3 

6 

4 

1 

2 

2 

38 

Larimer 

2 

1 

2 

6 

7 

8 

4 

4 

7 

4 

1 

46 
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TABLE 

K   (continued) 

4 

Number 

of  District 

;s  with  Assessed 

Value 

it  ion 

: Total 

County 

( 

in  thousands)  per  Classroom  Uni 

ts  of 

•  1934 

: 

under:  20- 

:  40- 

:  50- 

:  80- 

100- 

•:140- 

:180- 

:220- 

.260-: 

300 

or:DiSts. 

20 

:  3S 

:  59 

:  79 

:  99 

139 

:179 

:219 

:259 

:299  : 

over 

: 

Las  Animas 

1 

17 

25 

19 

20 

13 

10 

4 

3 

2 

5 

120 

Lincoln 

2 

2 

7 

7 

6 

8 

5 

3 

1 

2 

43 

Logan 

1 

2 

5 

9 

10 

12 

9 

8 

2 

58 

Mesa 

3 

4 

9 

7 

5 

5 

2 

35 

Mineral 

1 

1 

2 

Moffat 

7 

8 

8 

1 

7 

4 

1 

36 

Montezuma 

2 

9 

11 

5 

1 

2 

30 

Montrose 

2 

3 

6 

4 

10 

1 

26 

Morgan 

■; 

1 

1 

3 

3 

6 

2 

2 

1 

19 

Otero 

1 

1 

3 

4 

3 

4 

3 

1 

20 

Ouray- 

1 

1 

3 

1 

3 

1 

10 

Park 

2 

1 

1 

1 

5 

4 

3 

3 

20 

Phillips 

1 

1 

2 

12 

10 

2 

2 

4 

34 

Pitkin 

2 

1 

1 

5 

2 

1 

1 

13 

Prowers 

3 

9 

9 

5 

8 

3 

2 

4 

3 

3 

50 

Pueblo 

1 

3 

7 

3 

5 

1 

5 

3 

4 

9 

47 

Rio  Blanco 

1 

1 

1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

15 

^^io  Grande 

1 

1 

2 

2 

6 

Routt 

1 

7 

7 

1 

11 

7 

3 

2 

3 

3 

45 

SagUoChe 

3 

1 

2 

1 

3 

1 

2 

2 

1 

1 

17 

San  Juan 

1 

1 

San  Miguel 

1 

3 

3 

3 

2 

1 

1 

1 

15 

Sedgwick 

2 

2 

5 

8 

3 

2 

23 

Summit 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

2 

8 

Teller 

1 

1 

2 

2 

1 

1 

1 

9 

V/ashington 

9 

13 

18 

15 

15 

8 

2 

3 

1 

84 

Weld 

7 

24 

19 

15 

16 

25 

15 

3 

2 

4 

131 

Yuma 

2 

31 

25 

17 

17 

14 

8 

8 

116 

TOTAL 

33 

190 

275 

262 

221 

339 

231 

149 

96 

53 

123 

1  972 

*  Thirty  districts  for  vjhich  data  are   not  available 
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TABLE  L 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  SPECIAL  SCHOOL  DISTRICT  TAX 
RATES,  BY  COUNTIES.  1934* 


Specia 

1  School  Tax 

Rate, 

in  Mills. 

County 

Less 

: Total 

than 

:2.00- 

-:4.00- 

:6.00- 

:8.00- 

; 10.00- 

•:12.00' 

14.00 

.16.00 

18.00 

:Dists.^ 

2.0 

:3.99 

:5.99 

:7.99 

:9,99 

:11.99 

:13.99 

15.99 

17.99 

over 

Adams 

4 

4 

12 

11 

5 

3 

1 

1 

41 

'     Alamosa 

4 

3 

3 

1 

1 

12 

Arapahoe 

1 

1 

5 

8 

3 

3 

2 

1 

1 

2 

27 

Archuleta 

4 

10 

3 

3 

1 

21 

Baca 

3 

26 

18 

7/ 

4 

2 

2 

2 

2 

66 

Bent 

a 

11 

7 

4 

5 

2 

2 

1 

34 

Boulder 

7 

12 

11 

8 

7 

2 

4 

1 

2 

1 

55 

Chaffee 

6 

8 

4 

4 

1 

i 

24 

Cheyenne 

1 

3 

1 

3 

1 

9 

Clear  Creek 

3 

3 

1 

1 

6 

Conejos 

2 

7 

3 

7 

4 

6 

29 

Costilla 

4 

2 

2 

2 

2 

1 

1 

14 

Crowley 

1 

1 

4 

1 

1 

8 

Custer 

5 

8 

5 

3 

1 

22 

Delta 

1 

4 

3 

4 

2 

2 

2 

18 

Denver 

1 

1 

Dolores 

1 

1 

2 

5 

1 

10 

Douglas 

7 

17 

3 

2 

2 

31 

Eagle 

2 

7 

3 

2 

1 

1 

2 

18 

Elbert 

3 

16 

11 

3 

3 

1 

1 

38 

El  Paso 

2 

5 

3 

6 

2 

6 

4 

4 

3 

2 

37 

Fremont 

3 

3 

3 

5 

3 

6 

4 

1 

2 

30 

Garfield 

2 

19 

8 

7 

2 

1 

2 

41 

Gilpin 

3 

2 

3 

2 

10 

Grand 

6 

3 

2 

2 

1 

14 

Gunnison 

6 

12 

3 

1 

2 

1 

25 

Hinsdale 

S 

1 

1 

4 

Huerfano 

1 

1 

25 

8 

4 

2 

2 

1 

1 

6 

51 

Jackson 

5 

1 

6 

Jefferson 

6 

15 

4 

5 

5 

6 

2. 

1 

2 

46 

Kiowa 

2 

4 

2 

4 

3 

2 

17 

Kit  Carson 

2 

11 

16 

11 

10 

6 

4 

5 

3 

5 

73 

Lake 

4 

4 

1 

9 

La  Plata 

3 

4 

4 

4 

4 

5 

4 

2 

7 

37 

Larimer 
1 

1 

13 

11 

7 

5 

5 

3 

1 

46 
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TABLE 

L 

(continued) 

Special  School  T? 

ax  Rati 

3,  in  Mills. 

C  ounty 

.Less 

; Total 

'than 

:2,00- 

:4.00- 

:6.00- 

.8.00- 

:  10.00 

: 12.00 

;14 

.00 

.16.00 

:  18.00-  ' 

Dists;* 

2.0 

:3.99 

:5,99 

:7.99 

:9.99 

: 11.99 

: 13.99 

:15 

.99- 

17.99 

over 

Las  /jiimas 

2 

21 

22 

16 

23 

13 

10 

10 

2 

2 

121 

Lincoln 

1 

9 

8 

8 

5 

4 

3 

2 

2 

2 

44 

Logan 

3 

19 

6 

15 

4 

3 

5 

1 

1 

57 

Mesa 

5 

10 

5 

6 

2 

3 

3 

E 

36 

Mineral 

2 

1 

3 

Moffatt 

23 

7 

2 

2 

3 

37 

Montezuma 

7 

3 

9 

4 

5 

1 

2 

31 

Montrose 

1 

3 

8 

5 

6 

23 

Morgan 

7 

3 

3 

2 

4 

19 

Otero 

6 

5 

6 

2 

1 

20 

Ouray- 

3 

3 

3 

2 

1 

12 

Park 

2 

6 

6 

4 

1 

19 

Phillips 

9 

12 

8 

2 

3 

34 

Pitkin 

7 

3 

1 

11 

Prowers 

4 

13 

10 

10 

5 

3 

2 

3 

1 

51 

Pueblo 

1 

7 

13 

9 

9 

1 

3 

3 

2 

48 

Rio  Blanco 

3 

6 

5 

14 

Rio  Grande 

1 

1 

2 

1 

5 

Routt 

1 

8 

13 

7 

10 

5 

2 

46 

Saguache 

1 

7 

2 

2 

4 

1 

17 

San  Juan 

1 

1 

San  Miguel 

1 

2 

4 

1 

3 

1 

1 

1 

14 

Sedgwick 

4 

13 

3 

2 

1 

23 

Suinmit 

2 

2 

1 

2 

1 

8 

Teller 

2 

3 

2 

2 

1 

1 

11 

VJashington 

2 

5 

29 

17 

10 

9 

5 

2 

1 

5 

85 

Weld 

19 

42 

24 

7 

10 

6 

7 

5 

3 

123 

Yuma 

2 

22 

55 

10 

10 

11 

3 

2 

1 

116 

Total     136    380   488   301   227    149   118 
*41  Districts  for  which  data  are  not  available. 
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DISTRIBUTION  OF  DI<E:TRICTS  IK  TERMS  OF  CURRENT 
EXPENDITURES  P"<^R  UNIT   OF  A.    D.    A.    BY  COUNTIES.    1934* 
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Number  of 

Districts 

v.-ith  Total 

County 

Exp  5 

snditures  per  A. 

D.  A.  of: 

Under 

:50-   : 

80- 

:  110- 

:140- 

:  170-: 

200- 

:  230- : 

260- 

:^290 

: Total 

$50 

:70.   : 

109. 

:  139 

:169. 

:  199.: 

229 . 

:  259.: 

289. 

rover 

:Di3tG 

Adams 

2 

21 

13 

4 

1 

1 

42 

^ilsmosa 

1 

6 

1 

3 

1 

1 

13 

^^rapahoe 

3 

8 

7 

2 

2 

1 

3 

26 

Archuleta 

8 

4 

3 

2 

2 

1 

1 

20 

Baca 

15 

32 

11 

4 

2 

1 

65 

Bent 

5 

10 

17 

3 

1 

36 

Boulder 

4 

17 

16 

7 

3 

4 

1 

1 

53 

Chaffee 

2 

6 

1 

3 

2 

1 

3 

4 

22 

Cheyenne 

1 

4 

2 

1 

1 

9 

Clear  Creek 

1 

2 

4 

1 

8 

Conejos 

17 

6 

5 

2 

30 

Costilla 

10 

1 

1 

1 

1 

14 

Crowley- 

6 

3 

9 

Custer 

10 

6 

4 

20 

Delta 

3 

11 

2 

1 

1 

18 

Denver 

1 

1 

Dolores 

5 

3 

2 

10 

Douglas 

4 

9 

6 

6 

3 

1 

2 

2 

33 

Eagle 

4 

6 

4 

6 

1 

1 

22 

Elbert 

2 

19 

11 

3 

3 

3 

2 

3 

46 

El  Paso 

3 

9 

12 

2 

3 

0 
i^j 

y   5 

34 

Fremont 

3 

7 

4 

6 

3 

2 

2 

3 

6 

36 

Garfield 

7 

14 

9 

4 

1 

2 

1 

1 

4 

43 

Gilpin 

1 

2 

3 

1 

1 

8 

Grand 

1 

5 

5 

2 

1 

1 

1 

16 

Gunnison 

1 

7 

6 

1 

1 

2 

18 

Hinsdale 

1 

2 

1 

4 

Huerfano 

14 

18 

8 

4 

3 

1 

3 

51 

Jackson 

1 

3 

2 

6 

Jefferson 

1 

15 

13 

7 

4 

2 

3 

45 

Kiowa 

4 

5 

2 

4 

1 

1 

17 

Kit  Carson 

8 

27 

25 

5 

5 

1 

1 

3 

75 

Lake 

2 

1 

1 

4 

8 

La  Plata 

8 

19 

7 

2 

2 

38 

Larimer 

15 

3 

4 

2 

2 

2 

1 

2 

1 

14 

46 

T^IBLE  '.: 

(continued) 

Number  ol 

Dis^ 

bricts 

vath  Total 

2 

xpenditures  • 

)er  ^i. 

D.  A. 

of: 

County 

Under 

:  50- 

:  80-  : 

110- 

-:  140- 

-:  170. 

-:  200- : 

230- : 

260- 

:4;>290-or 

:Tof->i 

$50. 

:  79. 

:109.  : 

139 

. :  169. 

:  199 

.  :  ^29.: 

259.: 

289. 

:  over 

:Dists. 

Las  i\nimas 

26 

42 

27 

7 

4 

1 

3 

4 

120 

Lincoln 

2 

15 

17 

5 

3 

1 

1 

1 

45 

Logan 

8 

22 

16 

9 

1. 

1 

57 

Mesa 

8 

17 

5 

3 

1 

1 

35 

Mineral 

1 

1 

1 

3 

Moffat 

2 

16 

8 

3 

2 

2 

3 

36 

Montezuma 

19 

9 

1 

1 

30 

Montrose 

14 

9 

1 

2 

26 

Morgan 

1 

8 

6 

3 

1 

19 

Otero 

1 

9 

6 

1 

2 

1 

20 

Ouray 

1 

2 

1 

4 

1 

9 

park 

2 

3 

7 

2 

2 

1 

1 

2 

20 

Phillips 

5 

16 

7 

4 

2 

34 

Pitkin 

3 

1 

3 

1 

1 

1 

3 

13 

Prowers 

9 

25 

10 

2 

2 

1 

1 

50 

Pueblo 

11 

15 

4 

5 

4 

1 

1 

4 

46 

Hio  Blanco 

3 

4 

4 

2 

1 

14 

Rio  Grande 

3 

1 

1 

5 

Houtt 

2 

10 

15 

5 

5 

2 

4 

2 

45 

Sagurche 

3 

5 

3 

1 

1 

1 

3 

17 

San  Juan 

1 

1 

San  Miguel 

1 

3 

6 

2 

2 

1 

15 

■Jedgwick 

2 

15 

4 

1 

1 

23 

Su-Tmit 

1 

1 

2 

1 

3 

8 

Teller 

5 

1 

1 

2 

9 

VJa:>l:in£ton 

18 

30 

23 

a 

S 

1 

1 

84 

VJeld 

12 

64 

24 

13 

8 

3 

2 

1 

2 

5 

134 

Yuma 

26 

50 

16 

13 

6 

3 

1 

1 

IIG 

Total 

318 

692 

440 

206 

96 

51 

44 

25 

18 

86  1 

976 

*  26  Districts  for  which  data  are  not  available. 
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T;.BrE  N 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  DISTRICTS  IN  TiCRC  OF  TOTAL 
iiXPENDITUIiES  PER  A.D.A.,    BY  COUNTIES.    Iy3i* 


County 


Nunc 


of  Districts  '.fith  Total  Expenditures  For  a.D.A-.  of:- 


Undc 
:.50 


r:50-  :30-  :110-  rllO-  :170-  :200-  : 230-  :2o0- 
:79   :109  : 139   :169   :199   : 229   :259   : 289 


290  or: No.  of 
over  :Diatricts 


Adnms 

2 

12 

15 

5 

3 

2 

1 

42 

Alrmosa 

1 

4 

1 

4 

1 

1 

1 

' 

13 

/.rrpahoo 

2 

7 

4 

5 

2 

1 

3 

1 

1 

26 

Archuleta 

3 

4 

1 

2 

1 

20 

Bacc; 

11 

33 

13 

5 

2 

64 

Bent 

4 

11 

15 

.1 

1 

36 

Boulder 

4 

5 

13 

8 

o 

0 

4 

O 

2 

53 

Chaffee 

2 

6 

1 

2 

2 

2 

3 

4 

22 

Cheyenne 

1 

3 

1 

3 

1 

9 

Clear  Creek 

1 

2 

3 

1 

1 

8 

Conejos 

14 

8 

5 

1 

2 

30 

Costilla 

9 

2 

1 

1 

1 

14 

Crox«rl-.jy 

4 

4 

1 

9 

Custer 

10 

5 

5 

20 

Delta 

14 

2 

1 

1 

18 

Denve  r 

1 

1 

Dolores 

4 

4 

1 

1 

10 

Douglas 

4 

7 

6 

8 

2 

1 

1 

2 

2 

33 

Eagle 

/I 

■r 

5 

5 

5 

1 

1 

22 

Elbert 

O 

15 

13 

4 

2 

4 

1 

2 

3 

46 

El  Pr.so 

8 

2 

15 

7 

3 

2 

1 

-V. 

1 

34 

Fremont 

1 

6 

5 

7 

4 

1 

1 

3 

O 

6 

36 

Garfield 

5 

10 

12 

5 

1 

1 

3 

1 

5 

43 

Gilpin 

1 

2 

3 

1 

1 

8 

Grand 

1 

3 

6 

5 

2 

1 

16 

Gunnison 

0 

6 

1 

,  1 

2 

18 

Hinsdale 

1 

1 

2 

4 

HuerfoTLO 

14 

16 

10 

'i: 

2 

1 

4 

51 

Jackson 

1 

3 

2 

6 

Jefferson 

10 

13 

10 

5 

3 

1 

1 

3 

•16 

Kiowa 

3 

5 

3 

1 

1 

17 

Kit  Carson 

6 

22 

23 

12 

1 

1 

2 

75 

Lake 

2 

1 

1 

4 

8 

La  Plata 

8 

14 

11 

1 

2 

2 

38 

Lr  rimer 

15 

2 

5 

1 

2 

3 

1 

1 

16 

46 

■^  ■»   ;   *rj    Wtf  BW^ftt  *  .^'.  -. 


ac 


1 


79 


T/JBLE 


N 


(corxtinued) 


Comity        :Under:?0-    :80-   :110-    :liO-    :  170-   :200-   :  230-    :  260-   :290   or:No.   of 

:!^5G      :79      :109    :139      :1d9      :199      :220      :259      :209      :    over    :Districts* 


Las  /diimas 

14 

47 

29 

8 

5 

2 

4 

3 

1  • 

7 

120 

Lincoln 

1 

14 

13 

6 

5 

2 

1 

1 

43 

Logrn 

5 

17 

13 

8 

9 

1 

1 

1 

2 

57 

Mcsr. 

4 

17 

9 

2 

1 

1 

1 

35 

Minoral 

1 

1 

2 

Mcffat 

1 

15 

8 

4 

2 

2 

4 

36 

Montozura^- 

17 

11 

1 

1 

30 

MontrosG 

7 

14 

2 

3 

26 

Morgan 

1 

5 

7 

5 

1 

19 

Otoro 

7 

5 

2 

4 

1 

1 

20 

Ouray 

]_ 

2 

2 

.;^. 

1 

10 

Pr.rk 

2 

3 

7 

1 

3 

1 

1 

2 

20 

Phillips 

2 

13 

7 

*-> 

6 

1 

2 

34 

Pitkin 

3 

1 

3 

1 

1 

1 

3 

13 

Prowers 

7 

20 

14 

5 

2 

1 

1 

50 

Pueblo 

6 

15 

7 

5 

3 

4 

2 

1 

3 

46 

Rio  Blanco 

3 

5 

3 

1 

2 

1 

14 

Rio  Grande 

3 

1 

1 

5 

Routt 

2 

.1 

14 

9 

6 

3 

5 

2 

45 

Saguache 

3 

5 

1 

3 

1 

1 

3 

17 

Sen  Juan 

1 

1 

Srn  Miguel 

1 

2 

6 

3 

2 

1 

15 

Sed,?7JiGk 

2 

8 

9 

3 

1 

1 

23 

Siomrait 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

3 

8 

Teller 

.1 
•X 

1 

1 

1 

2 

9 

Washington 

17 

27 

23 

8 

6 

.  1 

1 

1 

84 

Weld 

•■i: 

44 

42 

18 

11 

4 

3 

2 

6 

134 

Yuma 

26 

49 

17 

13 

6 

3 

1 

1 

116 

Total 

250 

588 

476 

253 

134 

63 

56 

31 

20' 

103 

1  974 

*  Tiventy-oight  districts   i'or  which  data  ^to  not  available 
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DISTRIBUTION  OF  DISTRICTS  IK  TERf^S  OF  COST  PER 
C.  U.  FOR  CURI^ENT  EXPENSES,  BY  COUNTIES.  1934 


80 


:NuTnbe 

r  of 

Districts 

with  Total 

Cost  Po 

r  C.  U. 

of  :- 

: Total  No. 

County 

: Under 

:600 

900 

i?;oo : 

1500 

1800: 

2100  • 

2400  : 

2700 

:  3000 

:  ;?600 

:899 

1199 

1499: 

1799 

.2099: 

2399  : 

2699  :■ 

2999 

:or  over 

:cf  Dists. 

Adams 

2 

7 

9 

12 

4 

4 

2 

2 

42 

Alamosa 

2 

2 

4 

3 

1 

1 

13 

xO-apahoe 

5 

6 

2 

4 

6 

1 

2 

26 

Archuleta 

9 

7 

2 

1 

1 

20 

Baca 

2 

30 

17 

9 

4 

2 

64 

Bent 

19 

5 

5 

3 

3 

1 

36 

Boulder 

3 

11 

11 

13 

6 

6 

3 

1 

53 

Chaffee 

3 

7 

6 

2 

2 

1 

1 

22 

Choyunne 

2 

2 

2 

3 

9 

Clear  Creek 

1 

1 

2 

1 

3 

8 

Conjjos 

7 

13 

4 

4 

1 

1 

4 

30 

Costilla 

1 

6 

6 

1 

14 

Crowley 

1 

1 

3 

2 

1 

1 

9 

Custer 

15 

2 

2 

20 

Delta 

1 

3 

2 

5 

5 

1 

1 

18 

Denver 

X 

1 

Dolores 

4 

4 

1 

1 

10 

Douglas 

6 

18 

2 

2 

1 

1 

2 

1 

53 

Eagle 

3 

2 

6 

2 

4 

4 

1 

22 

Elbert 

5 

19 

6 

6 

4 

2 

2 

2 

46 

El  Paso 

1 

5 

5 

5 

3 

7 

3 

2 

3 

34 

Froniont 

Z 

2 

8 

2 

3 

12 

3 

2 

1 

1 

36 

Gerfield 

•t 

13 

8 

2 

5 

3 

1 

2 

43 

Gilpin 

1 

2 

4 

1 

8 

Grand 

1 

5 

1 

2 

4 

2 

1 

16 

Gunnison 

9 

3 

1 

1 

3 

1 

18 

Hinsdale 

1 

2 

1 

4 

Huerfano 

9 

19 

0 

6 

6 

2 

1 

51 

Jackson 

1 

2 

1 

2 

6 

Jefferson 

2 

8 

13 

6 

3 

10 

3 

1 

46 

Kiov/a 

1 

2 

3 

5 

2 

1 

2 

1 

17 

Kit  Carsor 

.  5 

34 

17 

9 

6 

4 

2 

75 

Lake 

1 

O 

2 

1 

1 

1 

3 

La  Plata 

1 

9 

14 

6 

6 

1 

1 

38 

Larimer 

11 

5 

2 

5 

2 

2 

3 

2 

14 

46 

i 

s 


■    T 


■S  :    A'^:-;:3  : 


81 


T/J?L3 

0 

(cent 

Lnued) 

:Nuinber  of 

Districts 

with  Total 

Cost  Pe 

r  C.  U. 

of:- 

: Total  No. 

County   : Under: 

600: 

900: 

1200: 

1500: 

1800: 

2100  : 

2400  : 

2700 

:  3000 

^?600. 

899: 

1199: 

1499: 

1799: 

2099: 

2399  : 

2699  : 

2999 

:or  over 

:of  Dists. 

Las  Animas 

17 

43 

19 

16 

11 

10 

1 

1 

2 

120 

Lincoln 

3 

10 

8 

9 

6 

4 

1 

1 

1 

43 

Logan 

1 

19 

13 

8 

3 

6 

2 

3 

2 

57 

Mesa 

10 

7 

10 

2 

2 

1 

3 

35   • 

Mineral 

1 

1 

2 

Moffat 

6 

13 

7 

3 

4 

1 

2 

36 

MontGzxoma 

2 

16 

12 

30 

Montrose 

3 

7 

11 

5 

26 

Morgan 

2 

3 

3 

3 

4 

2 

1 

1 

19 

Otero 

1 

1 

1 

10 

^ 

2 

2 

1 

20 

Ouray 

1 

3 

4 

2 

10 

Park 

1 

2 

3 

4 

4 

3 

1 

2 

20 

Phillips 

1 

20 

5 

4 

3 

1 

34 

Pitkin 

1 

5 

6 

1 

13 

Proxvors 

1 

23 

6 

12 

6 

2 

50 

Pueblo 

10 

9 

6 

1 

7 

4 

1 

4 

4 

46 

Rio  Blanco 

3 

1 

1 

6 

1 

1 

1 

14 

Rio  Grr.nde 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

5 

Routt 

4 

13 

11 

6 

3 

1 

4 

1 

1 

1 

45 

Saguache 

5 

1 

3 

5 

1 

1 

1 

17 

San  Juan 

1 

1 

San  Miguel 

2 

3 

4 

2 

3 

1 

15 

Sedgwick 

14 

4 

1 

3 

1 

23 

Summit 

2 

1 

3 

1 

1 

8 

Teller 

1 

3 

1 

3 

1 

9 

Washington 

2 

47 

10 

12 

9 

1 

3 

84 

Weld 

34 

30 

30 

17 

a 

6 

2 

3 

1 

131 

Y\ima 

6 

83 

10 

8 

6 

1 

2 

116 

Total 


157   656   363   281   202  139 


64 


40 


28 


il 


1  971 
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TABLE   P 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  DISTRICTS   IN  I'EK^IS   OF   TOTAL  EXPSNLITTJl^S 
PER  Cli^SROOM  UNIT,    BY  COUNTIES,      1934* 


:   Nv^moer  of  Dist: 

ricts  \ 

vti  i  ch 

have  Tot 

al  Expenditures  Per  C.'i 

J.  of: 

County 

:  Under 

itoOO 

$900 

:|1200 

:$1500:$1800:$ 

2100: 

12400 

t2700 

T3000 

.Tot&l 

4600 

:  899; 

__11_9_9_ 

:  1499 

:  1799 

:  2099: 

2399: 

2699 

.  299.9 

,  over 

:  Lists. 

Adams 

1 

7 

2 

10 

7 

7 

3 

2 

4 

42 

Alamosa 

1 

1 

3 

6 

1 

1 

13 

Arapahoe 

3 

4 

2 

8 

2 

1 

1 

3 

2 

26 

Archuleta 

7 

7 

3 

2 

1 

20 

Baca 

2 

26 

18 

10 

4 

4 

64 

Bent 

17 

6 

4 

5 

2 

2 

36 

Boulder 

1 

3 

12 

7 

5 

5 

4 

3 

2 

6 

53 

Chaffee 

3 

6 

5 

2 

3 

1 

1 

21 

Cheyenne 

2 

2 

1 

4 

9 

Clear  Creek 

2 

2 

1 

3 

8 

Conejos 

4 

10 

6 

5 

3 

1 

1 

30 

Costilla 

6 

6 

1 

1 

14 

Crovdey 

1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

2 

9 

Custer 

13 

5 

2 

20 

Delta 

1 

2 

5 

7 

1 

1 

1 

18 

Denver 

1 

T^ 

Dolores 

3 

5 

1 

1 

10 

Douglas 

5 

17 

2 

2 

3 

1 

1 

2 

33 

Ea?^le 

3 

2 

4 

4 

4 

4 

1 

22 

Elbert 

5 

19 

6 

6 

4 

2 

2 

2 

46 

El  Paso 

1 

5 

5 

1 

1 

6 

5 

4 

6 

'5C 

Frenont 

1 

2 

7 

3 

1 

11 

4 

4 

3 

35 

Garfield 

3 

13 

12 

3 

1 

5 

3 

3 

43 

Gilpin 

1 

2 

4 

1 

8 

Grand 

1 

4 

1 

2 

5 

2 

1 

1 

17 

Gunnison 

8 

3 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

18 

Hinsdale 

1 

1 

/ 

^ 

Huerfano 

9 

17 

10 

6 

3 

4 

2 

51 

Jackson 

1 

1 

2 

2 

6 

Jefferson 

2 

5 

11 

6 

5 

4 

6 

5 

2 

46 

Kiowa 

1 

2 

3 

5 

2 

X 

2 

1 

17 

Kit  Carson 

3 

27 

20 

7 

5 

7 

3 

2 

1 

75 

Lake 

-L 

2 

1 

1 

1 

8 

La  Plata 

■'7 

13 

10 

4 

3 

1 

38 

Larimer 

11 

5 

2 

3 

3 

3 

2 

17 

46 

t"  '  V- 


!"  J-  • 

•v^:.  ■  -J- ;   •:' 

"■■"■'V. 

>•• 

'•-■«:*■:■; 
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TABLE    P      (continued) 


:  Numb 

sr  of 

Districts  which  have  To1 

:al  Expe 

inditi 

ires  Per  C.U 

.  of: 

County 

: Under 

:$600:|900 

:$1200:$1500 

.$1800: 

$2100:1 

.2400 

:$2700 

$3000 

: Total 

:$600 

:  899 

1199 

:  1499: 

1799 

2099 

2399: 

2699 

:  2999 

:^  oyer 

:Dists. 

Las  Animas 

14 

34 

21 

20 

16 

9 

3 

1 

1 

1 

120 

Lincoln 

2 

9 

10 

8 

6 

3 

2 

1 

2 

43 

Logan 

15 

9 

12 

4 

1 

7 

2 

2 

5 

57 

Mesa 

9 

4 

6 

6 

5 

1 

2 

1 

1 

35 

Mineral 

1 

1 

2 

Moffat 

4 

13 

7 

4 

5 

1 

2 

36 

Montezuma 

2 

15 

12 

1 

30 

Montrose 

1 

4 

7 

6 

7 

26 

Morgan 

2 

2 

2 

1 

4 

6 

1 

1 

19 

Otero 

1 

1 

1 

5 

4 

1 

3 

1 

1 

2 

20 

Ouray 

1 

3 

3 

2 

1 

10 

Park 

1 

2 

3 

4 

4 

3 

3 

20 

Phillips 

14 

5 

4 

2 

2 

2 

1 

4 

34 

Pitkin 

1 

5 

6 

1 

13 

Prowers 

1 

21 

5 

9 

5 

4 

1 

3 

1 

50 

Pueblo 

10 

5 

7 

3 

2 

7 

2 

3 

7 

46 

Rio  Blanco 

3 

1 

1 

5 

1 

2 

1 

14 

Rio  Grande 

1 

1 

2 

1 

5 

Routt 

1 

11 

15 

3 

3 

3 

3 

1 

2 

.   3 

45 

Saguache 

4 

1 

2 

5 

3 

1 

1 

17 

San  Juan 

1 

1 

San  Miguel 

2 

3 

2 

3 

3 

1 

1 

15 

Sedgwick 

9 

7 

1 

4 

1 

1 

23 

Summit 

2 

1 

3 

1 

1 

8 

Teller 

3 

2 

2 

1 

1 

9 

Washington 

1 

47 

6 

12 

13 

1 

1 

1 

2 

84 

Weld 

27 

23 

19 

19 

12 

14 

6 

6 

5 

131 

Yuma 

7 

81 

11 

8 

6 

1 

2 

116 

Total 

125 

574 

350 

257 

227 

143 

104 

61 

38 

92 

1  971 

'Thirty-one  districts  for  which  data  are  not  available. 
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Ti^J^LE 


Q 


DISTRIBUTION  OF  DISTRICTS  TOUCH  HAVE  BONDED  DEBT 
m  TE3MS  OF  BOfliiEb  DEBTPZH  A*D*A-"j  BY-COWI'^Sg.    1934- 


County 


Niinb^-r  oi   DiG':;i'ict3  wh.'.-:;!!  have  Bonded  Debt  Per  A.D.A.    of: 


Under -lyiOO : '#?u6~.  -^ISOO":  '?400'-  )5C0  :  .^6001^700  :T800Vo90b :  ^1000  .No .    of 
ylOO    :tfl99:  ?299:')599:-,H99-  ^599 :  ;^^699  :  ^799  :  ?899  ^J999^oveir:Dis  t  s . 


Adams 

8 

7 

4 

3 

Alanosa 

2 

3 

2 

Ara'nahoe 

3 

3 

4 

1 

Archuleta 

5 

1 

1 

Baca 

6 

5 

5 

1 

Bent 

5 

3 

1 

1 

Boulder 

11 

3 

1 

1 

1 

Chaffee 

Z 

• 

Cheyenne 

1 

2 

Clear  Creek 

1 

Conejos 

9 

4 

3 

Costilla 

8 

2 

1 

Crowley 

1 

2 

1 

1 

Caster 

1 

Delta 

5 

1 

1 

Denver 

1 

Dolores 

Douglas 

1 

2 

Eagle 

2 

Elbert 

1 

2 

2 

1 

El  Paso 

3 

2 

5 

1 

2 

Fremont 

5 

2 

2 

Garfield 

7 

3 

3 

1 

Gilpin 

Grand 

1 

1 

1 

Gunnison 

1 

3 

Hinsdale 

Huerfano 

5 

2 

1 

Jackson 

Jefferson 

4 

9 

3 

1 

Kiowa 

1 

1 

1 

Kit  Carson 

6 

5 

6 

1 

Lake 

La  Plata 

9 

3 

1 

Larimer 

4 

1 

1 

2  2 


1 
1  7 


23 

8 

12 

7 

17 

11 
17 

2 
4 

1 

19 
13 

5 

1 
7 

1 
1 

3 
2 
7 

14 
9 

17 
0 
3 

4 
0 
9 
0 
19 

6 

19 

0 

14 
18 


^e 


Si 


T.-.T.T 


^t\^I  • 


.'£rri  W, 


yJiii/oO 


ix. 


^.r 


no 


r    ■•    r 
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TABLE     0      (Continued) 


County       .T?irt!-,3r:l'l00:';.200:-''^300:  HOO:  "500:  '^eOOi'^VOO  :  •>800:  .)900: '51000:   No.    of 
1)100    :  vl99:3299:;,'399:H99:fp599:)699:?799:^^899:.v999:    over:    Dists. 


Las  Animas  11    13    3    2             1 

Lincoln  4     4        2    E 

Logan  4     6    2    8 

Mesa  10     4    5 

Mineral 

Moffat  3    2 

Montezuma  7     2 

Montrose  9     3    11 

Morgan  4         2    1 

Otero  7     2    2 

Ouray  1 

Park 

Ph111iT>s  12          3          2          2                                1 

Pitkin 

Prowers  6           8         4          2                    1 

Pueblo  3            7          2                    1 

Rio  Blanco  1 

Rio  Grande  11                               2 

Routt  4                                11 

Saguache  3           111                                         1 

San  Juan  1 

San  Miguel  3            3 

Sedgi.vick  2 

Summit 

Teller 

Washington  3 

Weld  12 

Yuma  6 

Total  210        161     101        47        20          9          8          5          5          1            26        594 


1 

2 

2 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

24 

13 

4 

4 

3 

2 

3 

161 

101 

47 

20 

30 

12 

1 

21 

19 

0 

5 

9 

15 

1 

8 

1 

12 

1 

0 

1 

12 

0 

21 

1 

14 

1 

1 

5 

6 

7 

1 

6 

2 

12 

1 

0 

1 

9 

59 

1 

15 

SI 
12 

er 

0 


£1 


C/i 


W3 


OS 


fir:,. 


M 
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TABLE     R 


DISTRIBUTION  OF  SCHOOL  DISTRICTS,    'AfHICH  HAVE   HIDEBTEDNESS,    IN  TE^IS  OF  PER- 
CENTAGE TII/.T  BONDED  HTDEBTEDNESS  IS  OF  THE  ASSESSED  V/JLUATION.    1934.* 


1    

Number  of 

Districts 

which 

have  Percentage 

: Total 

County 

of 

Bonded  In 

debtedness  of:- 

;Districts 

Less 

than  :1.00 

:2 

.00 

:3.00 

:4,00 

:5.00 

: having 

1.00 

:1.99 

.99 

:3.99 

:4.99 

:  or  over 

:Debt 

j     Adams 

7 

2 

5 

2 

2 

2 

20 

Alamosa 

4 

1 

1 

6 

.\rapahDe 

2 

3 

2 

2 

3 

12 

Archuleta 

3 

2 

1 

1 

1 

8 

Baca 

2 

2 

5 

3 

2 

4 

18 

1 

1      Bent 

5 

1 

2 

1 

1 

10 

Boulder 

11 

2 

2 

1 

1 

17 

Chaffee 

1 

1 

2 

Cheyenne 

1 

1 

1 

3 

Clear  Creek 

1 

1 

!     Conejos 

1 

5 

3 

2 

7 

18 

'      Costilla 

1 

1 

1 

3 

7 

13 

Crowley 

1 

4 

5 

Custer 

1 

1 

Delta 

4 

1 

1 

2 

8 

Denver 

1 

1 

Dolores 

1 

1 

Douglas 

2 

1 

3 

Eagle 

1 

1 

2 

Elbert 

1 

3 

2 

1 

7 

El  Paso 

2 

2 

4 

2 

1 

3 

14 

Fremont 

1 

3 

2 

1 

2 

9 

Garfield 

6 

4 

2 

1 

4 

17 

Gilpin 

00 

Grand 

1 

1 

1 

3 

Gunnison 

1 

3 

4 

Hinsdale 

0 

Huerfano 

1 

3 

1 

4 

9 

Jackson 

0 

Jefferson 

2 

2 

7 

3 

4 

1 

19 

Kiowa 

1 

1 

4 

6 

Kit  Carson 

4 

3 

4 

3 

1 

4 

19 

Lake 

0 

Larimer 

3 

3 

5 

1 

1 

13 

•  »t-~y'-' 


•Av: 


wa«?^VrT«    .  ..._«. 


,— T 


ff?- 
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TABLE 

R 

( 

cont 

-inued) 

Numb 

er 

of 

Districts 

v;h] 

.ch 

havu 

Percent 

ige 

Total 

Co\mty 

of 

Bonded  Indebt 

;odn 

QSS 

of:- 

Districts 

:Less 

than 

:1 

.00 

:2 

.00 

:3. 

00 

: 

•i.OO 

:5. 

00 

having 

1.00 

:1 

.99 

:2. 

,99 

:3, 

99 

4.99 

:or 

over 

Debt 

Las  Animas 

3 

6 

8 

6 

4 

.4 

31 

Lincoln 

0 

4 

2 

4 

*2 

12 

Logan 

3 

3 

4 

3 

3 

5 

21 

Mesa 

3 

6 

2 

2 

6 

19 

Mineral 

0 

Moffat 

2 

2 

1 

5 

Montezuma 

3 

1 

4 

2 

10 

Montrose 

4 

3 

2 

1 

1 

4 

15 

Morgan 

3 

1 

4 

8 

Otero 

4 

2 

2 

3 

2 

13 

Ouray- 

1 

1 

Park 

0 

Phillips 

2 

2 

2 

2 

4 

12 

Pitkin 

0 

Prowv.irs 

5 

3 

3 

7 

1 

1 

20 

Pueblo 

3 

2 

6 

1 

2 

14 

Ric  Blanco 

1 

1 

Rio  Grande 

1 

1 

1 

3 

Routt 

2 

1 

2 

2 

7 

Saguache 

3 

1 

1 

1 

6 

San  Juan 

1 

1 

San  Miguel 

2 

2 

1 

1 

6 

Sedgwick 

3 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

9 

Summit 

1 

1 

Teller 

0 

■'feshington 

1 

2 

1 

4 

8 

Weld 
Yuma 

5 
2 

10 
2 

7 
3 

10 

7 

1 

16 
6 

55 
14 

Total 


ll-^ 


93 


101 


91 


50 


130 


579 


*1  423  districts  for  vrhich  data  are  not  available. 
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TABLE  S 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  DISTRICTS  ";JHICK  HA.V3  BONDED  DEBT  IN  TERMS 
OF  DEBT  FER  ^1000  OF  SCHOOL  PROPERTY,  BY  COUNTIES.    1934 


:Number  of  Districts 

which 

have 

Bonde 

d  Debt  Per  t^lOOO  of  P 

ronerty  of: 

County 

•.Under- 

s?100 

:0200 

:^00 

:|400 

ri506^ 

:'^600: 

\r?oo 

.^800 

:T900 : 

#1000 

:  No.  of 

:$100  • 

$199 

:$299 

:v399 

:5499 

:  ,-599 

:;^699: 

■:?V99 

.;'899 

:$999: 

over 

:  Dists. 

Adnms 

1 

2 

1 

3 

1 

1 

3 

3 

3 

2 

20 

Alamosa 

1 

1 

1 

2 

2 

1 

8 

Ara,pahoe 

1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

14 

Archuleta 

2 

2 

1 

2 

1 

8 

Baca 

1 

1 

5 

1 

5 

1 

2 

2 

18 

Bent 

5 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

11 

Boulder 

1 

1 

4 

2 

5 

1 

1 

15 

Chaffee 

1 

1 

2 

Cheyenne 

1 

1 

2 

•-4 

Clear  Cree 

k 

1 

1 

Conejos 

1 

1 

3 

4 

1 

2 

4 

3 

19 

Costilla 

1 

1 

1 

2 

8 

13 

Crowley 

1 

2 

2 

5 

Custer 

1 

1 

Delta 

1 

2 

1 

1 

2 

1 

8 

Denver 

I 

1 

Dolores 

0 

Douglas 

1 

1 

1 

3 

Eagle 

1 

1 

2 

Elbert 

1 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

7 

El  Paso 

2 

2 

1 

2 

4 

3 

14 

Fremont 

1 

2 

2 

1 

1 

1 

8 

Garfield 

3 

2 

2 

2 

2 

2 

4 

17 

Gilpin 

0 

Grand 

1 

1 

1 

3 

Gunnison 

1 

3 

1 

•■-5 

Hinsdale 

0 

Huerfano 

1 

1 

1 

1 

2 

2 

8 

Jackson 

0 

Jefferson 

1 

2 

1 

2 

2 

2 

5 

1 

2 

1 

19 

Kiowa 

1 

2 

3 

6 

Kit  Carson 

1 

1 

3 

1 

1 

2 

10 

19 

Lake 

C 

La  Plata 

1 

1 

1 

3 

2 

2 

3 

1 

14 

Larimer 

1 

2 

2 

3 

1 

4 

1 

3 

1 

18 

89 


TABLE  S  (Continued) 


•■lumber  of  I) 

istricts   t«/ 

hich 

have 

Bonded 

Deb 

t  Per 

vlOOO  of  Property 

County 

of 

: 

Under: 

.^100: 

;;200 : 

'.)300 : 

"J400: 

■;500 : 

.:^5oo::;: 

700: 

jeoo: 

1900 : 

■?'l600:No 

.    of 

'^.100    : 

199: 

299: 

399: 

499: 

599: 

599: 

799: 

899: 

999: 

over:Dists. 

Las  Animas 

1 

3 

3 

6 

1 

4 

1 

9 

31 

Lincoln 

2 

'■'■J 

2 

2 

10 

Logan 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

o 

1 

2 

3 

21 

Mesa 

1 

1 

2 

2 

1 

3 

4 

2 

1 

1 

18 

Mineral 

0 

Moffat 

1 

o 

1 

1 

5 

Montezuma 

2 

2 

4 

2 

10 

Montrose 

3 

1 

3 

1 
J- 

8 

1 

3 

1 

15 

Morgan 

2 

1 

1 

J. 

i 

2 

8 

Otero 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

^ 

2 

1 

1 

13 

Ouray 

1 

1 

2 

^arlv 

0 

T'hillips 

1 

1 

1 

9 

12 

^'itlcin 

0 

Prowers 

1 

2 

1 

1 

4 

9 

2 

-'J 

5 

21 

Pueblo 

2 

1 

4 

1 

3 

2 

1 

14 

Hio  Blanco 

1 

1 

Rio  Gronde 

1 

1 

2 

1 

R 

Routt 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

7 

Saguache 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

2 

7 

San  Juan 

1 

1 

San  I'liguel 

2 

-\ 

2 

1 

6 

Sedc^wick 

1 

2 

1 

2 

6 

12 

Suraiait 

1 

1 

Teller 

0 

/ashing  ton 

I 

1 

1 

1 

1 

]. 

1 

1 

1 

9 

^7eld 

4 

3 

4 

3 

4 

8 

4 

2 

'^ 

4 

17 

59 

Yuma 

1 

1 

1 

1 

9 

15 

Total 


29 


41 


37 


48 


57 


FS9 


113    594 
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TABLE    T 

DISTRIBUTION   OF  DISTRICTS  IN   TERKIS  OF  THE  VALUE  OF   SCUOOL 
PROPERTY  PER  UNIT  OF  A.D.A.  ,    BY  COUNTIES.         1934* 


: Number 

of  E 

istricts  which 

■  - 

have 

School 

.  Property 

Per 

A.D.A 

, , Valued  at : 

County 

:Under: 

'::100: 

."5200: 

^300: 

;400: 

3500: 

■'.600:  ■ 

,700: 

T800: 

■^.900 

Uooo 

Number  of 

:';aOO  : 

__199j_ 

299: 

399: 

__49_9j 

599: 

699: 

799 

899: 

999- 

over 

Districts 

Adams 

5 

14 

11 

6 

2 

2 

1 

1 

42 

Alamosa 

2 

6 

3 

1 

1 

13 

Aropahoe 

3 

7 

6 

3 

2 

2 

1 

1 

25 

Archuleta 

7 

5 

2 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

22 

Baca 

28 

21 

12 

1 

1 

1 

64 

Bent 

6 

14 

10 

3 

1 

1 

35 

Boulder 

8 

13 

12 

10 

4 

3 

1 

2 

53 

Chaffee 

2 

5 

4 

3 

1 

1 

1 

1 

2 

2 

22 

Cheyenne 

4 

2 

2 

1 

9 

Clear  Creel 

c  3 

1 

1 

2 

1 

8 

Conejos 

7 

15 

4 

2 

1 

1 

30 

Costilla 

8 

2 

1 

1 

2 

14 

Crowley 

1 

2 

3 

2 

8 

Custer 

8 

6 

3 

2 

1 

20 

Delta 

8 

7 

2 

1 

18 

Denver 

i 

1 

Dolores 

0 

Douglas 

6 

10 

5 

6 

3 

2 

1 

33 

Eagle 

6 

6 

4 

3 

1 

1 

1 

22 

Elbert 

8 

16 

7 

5 

2 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

1 

45 

El  Paso 

2 

7 

10 

6 

3 

3 

1 

1 

1 

34 

Fremont 

6 

6 

7 

4 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

29 

Garfield 

4 

15 

9 

6 

4 

1 

2 

1 

1 

43 

Gilpin 

3 

2 

1 

1 

7 

Grand 

2 

7 

4 

2 

1 

16 

Gunnison 

3 

7 

5 

4 

2 

1 

4 

26 

Hinsdale 

1 

1 

1 

3 

Huerfano 

22 

13 

3 

1 

3 

1 

1 

1 

2 

47 

Jackson 

4 

1 

1 

6 

Jefferson 

3 

17 

9 

4 

5 

1 

2 

1 

1 

2 

45 

Kiowa 

3 

3 

6 

1 

1 

3 

17 

Kit  Carson 

23 

31 

14 

5 

1 

75 

Lake 

1 

2 

1 

1 

2 

7 

La  Plata 

10 

15 

8 

2 

1 

1 

1 

38 

Larimer 

16 

7 

I 

1 

2 

2 

1 

2 

14 

46 

i 
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TABLE  T   (Continued) 


:  Number 

of  Districts  which 

have 

School  Property 

Per 
'$900- 

A.D.A. 
")lOOd: 

,  Valued  a^ 

County   : Under: 

nOO: 

.}200 : 

$300: 

$400: 

;p5ob 

Teoo: 

y700: 

)800 : 

Number  of 

:$100  : 

199: 

__29_9j_ 

399: 

499: 

599: 

699: 

799: 

899: 

999: 

over: 

Districts 

Lc.s  Animas 

44 

32 

22 

11 

3 

2 

1 

2 

2 

119 

Lincoln 

8 

21 

A 

3 

4 

1 

41 

Logan 

17 

18 

7 

6 

5 

1 

2 

1 

57 

Mesa 

6 

14 

8 

2 

1 

1 

1 

33 

Mineral 

1 

1 

2 

Moffat 

8 

14 

4 

5 

1 

1 

2 

35 

Montezuma 

11 

14 

3 

1 

1 

30 

Montrose 

2 

12 

5 

1 

1 

1 

2 

2 

26 

Morr^^ji 

1 

10 

r^ 

3 

1 

1 

19 

Otero 

1 

5 

O 

1 

2 

1 

1 

19 

Ouray 

2 

2 

2 

3 

1 

1 

11 

Park 

6 

8 

1 

1 

3 

1 

20 

Phillips 

11 

14 

5 

3 

1 

34 

Pitkin 

3 

4 

1 

1 

2 

1 

12 

Prowers 

10 

21 

11 

2 

3 

2 

1 

50 

Pueblo 

4 

13 

13 

2 

6 

2 

3 

1 

1 

2 

47 

Rio  Blanco 

1 

8 

4 

1 

14 

Rio  Grande 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

6 

Routt 

9 

9 

10 

5 

3 

2 

3 

E 

1 

44 

Saguache 

7 

3 

1 

2 

1 

1 

2 

17 

San  Juan 

1 

1 

San  Miguel 

3 

3 

? 

3 

1 

1 

1 

15 

Sedgwick 

1 

9 

4 

1 

3 

2 

1 

21 

Summit 

1 

9 

1 

1 

3 

8 

Teller 

4 

3 

1 

1 

9 

Washington 

25 

24 

20 

4 

5 

2 

2 

1 

1 

84 

Weld 

17 

35 

30 

26 

13 

3 

4 

1 

1 

130 

Yuma 

72 

32 

7 

1 

1 

1 

1 

116 

Totals     484  619   351  185  109   49   39    16   21   10    50    1  943 


Fifty-nine  Districts  for  which  data  are  not  available. 
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TABLE    U 
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MB/IBER  OF  DAYS  OF  SCHOOL  IvlAINTAINED  IN  ALL 
SCHOOL  DISTRICTS,    BY  COUIsTIES  1934 


Numbe 

r  of  Days  of 

school 

Maintai 

ned 

County- 

120  t 
or  : 

121- : 

131-"':" 

141- 

131- 

:  161- 

:  171- 

:  181-  :  over 

Total 

less* 

130  : 

140  : 

150 

160 

:  170 

:  180 

:  190   :  190 

Dists. 

Adams 

1 

7 

32 

1 

41 

Alamosa 

3 

2 

6 

11 

Arapahoe 

1 

1 

24 

26 

Archuleta 

7 

1 

2 

5 

3 

1 

.   19 

Baca 

1 

41 

2 

21 

65 

Bent 

1 

22 

2 

9 

34 

Boulder 

2 

2 

2 

44 

2 

52 

Ci.affee 

3 

1 

1 

5 

12 

22 

Cheyenne 

7 

2 

9 

Clear  Creek 

7 

1 

8 

Conejos 

2 

5 

2 

10 

4 

6 

29 

Costilla 

14 

14 

CrOwley 

8 

8 

Custer 

9 

1 

2 

5 

3 

20 

Delta 

1 

2 

14 

1 

18 

Denver 

1 

1 

Dolorea 

1 

1 

1 

7 

10 

Douglas 

1 

2 

1 

27 

31 

Eagle 

1 

2 

5 

11 

19 

Elbert 

1 

24 

18 

43 

El  Paso 

3 

2 

27 

2 

34 

Fremont 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

20 

27 

Garfield 

2 

1 

6 

4 

27 

1 

41 

Gilpin 

1 

6 

1 

8 

Grand 

1 

1 

5 

8 

15 

Gunnison 

1 

1 

4 

4 

13 

23 

Hinsdale 

2 

1 

1 

4 

Huerfano 

4 

2 

3 

5 

8 

13 

15 

1 

51 

Jackson 

1 

5 

6 

Jefferson 

2 

1 

1 

2 

6 

31 

3 

46 

Kiowa 

1 

13 

3 

17 

Kit  Carson 

1 

42 

32 

75 

Lake 

1 

1 

2 

3 

1 

8 

La  Plata 

1 

2 

1 

1 

4 

27 

1 

37 

Larimer 

1 

1 

1 

3 

4 

35 

1 

46 

i.i 


>  :■:-■] 


W 


■t 

4 


93 


TABLS.  U   (continued) 


County 


120 
or 

;les£ 


121- 
130 


Nui'iiber  of   Days  of  School  Maintained^ .      ■ 

151-  : '161-:  171-:"  131-  :over'/i\jt.al 


lol-    :      141- 

140   :   150   :  160   :  170  :  180  :  190 


i90:Dists. 


Las  Animas 

Lincoln 

Log£.n 

Mesa 

Mineral 

Moffat 

Montezuma 

Montrose 

Morgan 

Otero 

Ouray 

Park 

Phillips 

Pitkin 

Prowers 

Pueblo 
Rio  Blanco 
Rio  arande 
Routt 
Sai_,uache 

San  Juan 

SSi-ji  Mi£uel 
Sedgwick 
Summit 
Teller 

Washington 

Weld 
Yuma 

Totals 


69 


13 


3 

5 

27 

21 

60 

2 

121 

16 

1 

26 

43 

3 

1 

5 

2 

46 

1 

58 

1 

1 

3 

30 

2 

35 
2 

7 

1 

9 

1 

4 

3 

35 

1 

17 

12 

30 

1 

2 
4 

18 
18 
16 

9 

1 

23 
19 
20 

10 

2 

6 

1 
1 

10 
33 

19 

34 

1 

1 

11 

13 

1 

21 

26 

50 

4 

10 

29 

5 

48 

1 

4 

2 

6 
5 

14 

5 

2 

5 

27 

4 

45 

2 

1 

4 
1 

8 

17 

1 

1 

1 

5 

3 

3 

14 

1 

1 

1 

18 

2 

23 

1 

1 

1 

3 

8 

2 

2 

4 

9 

1 

54 

7 

22 

84 

2 

7 

117 

1 

128 

3 

2 

91 

1 

19 

116 

)4 

89 

494 

140  1 

103 

33 

7 

1  942 

*60  Districts  -  No  available  Data, 


■di 


TABLE  V 


94 


LENGTTI  OF  SCHOOL  TEM  IN  ONE-TEACHER  SCHOOL 
DISTRICTS  IN  COLORADO,   BY  COUNTIES,    19S4* 


1 

County 

Number 

of  Da 

ys  of 

School 

Maint 

ained 

_: Total  one- 

:120  or 

:  121- : 

131- : 

141- 

.  151- : 

161- : 

171- 

:over 

:  teacher 

: fewer 

:  130  : 

140  : 

150 

.  160  : 

170  : 

180 

:180 

:Districts 

1 

Adams 

3 

4 

1 

8 

Alamosa 

1 

3 

4 

j     Arapahoe 

1 

8 

9 

j     Archuleta 

5 

1 

1 

4 

2 

13 

I     Baca 

1 

29 

9 

39 

Bent 

1 

18 

4 

23 

Boulder 

2 

2 

1 

19 

24 

j     Chaffee 

3 

1 

1 

5 

10 

20 

Cheyenne 

1 

1 

Clear  Creek 

5 

5 

Conejos 

2 

1 

4 

3 

10 

Costilla 

5 

5 

Crowley 

1 

1 

Custer 

9 

1 

2 

5 

17 

Delta 

1 

5 

1 

7 

Denver 

1 

1 

Dolores 

1 

1 

1 

5 

8 

Douglas 

1 

2 

26 

29 

Eagle 

1 

2 

7 

10 

Elbert 

13 

13 

26 

El  Paso 

2 

1 

9 

12 

Fremont 

3 

4 

1 

2 

13 

23 

Garfield 

1 

1 

7 

2 

19 

30 

Gilpin 

1 

3 

1 

5 

Grand 

1 

4 

3 

8 

Gxmnison 

1 

1 

3 

3 

9 

17 

Hinsdale 

2 

2 

Huerfano 

4 

1 

2 

1 

3 

5 

7 

23 

Jackson 

3 

3 

Jefferson 

2 

1 

1 

1 

4 

14 

23 

Kiowa 

3 

1 

4 

Kit  Carson 

38 

19 

58 

Lake 

1 

1 

2 

3 

7 

La  Plata 

2 

1 

1 

1 

16 

1 

22 

Larimer 

2 

3 

4 

3 

12 

24 

95 


TABLE  V  (continued) 


Niiinber  of  Days  of  School  Maintained iTot'il  one- 

120  or:  121-:  131-:  141-:  151-':  161-:  171-:over":  teacher 
fewer  :  130  :  140  :  150  :  160  :  170  :  180  :  180  :Districts 


Las  Animas 

Lincoln 

Logan 

Mesa 

Mineral 

Moffat 

Montezuma 

Montrose 

Morgan 

Otero 


21 

10 

4 


5 
12 


12 
1 
1 
2 


32 

11 

22 

4 

1 

2 

5 
4 
3 

1 


75 

22 

27 

7 

1 

22 

17 

7 

3 

4 


Ouray- 
Park 
Phillips 
Pitkin 
Prowers 


1 
18 


4 

4 

25 

10 

13 


5 

10 
26 
12 
33 


Pueblo 
Rio  Blanco 
Rio  Grande 
Routt 
Saguache 

San  Juan 
San  Miguel 
Sedgwick 
Surrinit 
Teller 

Washington 

Weld 

Yuma 

Total 


64 


1 

3     2 

5    38    14 


4 

1 

2 

36 

82 

363 


6 
2 
1 

74 


15 
2 
3 

16 
2 


3 

16 

1 

2 

13 
44 
10 

528 


10 


22 
5 
3 

29 
7 

1 
8 
19 
5 
5 

56 
46 
98 

1  096 


*906  districts  for  which  data  arc  not  available. 


96 


TABLE      W 

DISTRIBUTION  OF  DISTRICTS   HI  TEHVIS  OF 
S/i/vRIES  OF  SECRETARIES  OF  SCHOOL  BOARDS   IN  COLOR^JDO,    1934. 


Sr 

.laries 

of*  Seer 

etaries 

; 

: Total 
"iNo.  of 

County    : 

'^20  or 

:20- 

30- 

40- 

50- 

60- 

70- 

.80  or 

Less 

: 29.99 

:39.99 

:49.99 

:59.99 

:69,99 

: 79.99 

:ovcr 

-.Secretaries* 

Adams 

2 

5 

5 

2 

10 

2 

6 

0 

40 

Alamosa 

4 

2 

1 

1 

1 

9 

Arc.pahoe 

3 

2 

9 

1 

4 

1 

1 

6 

27 

Archuleta 

5 

7 

3 

2 

4 

21 

Baca 

30 

19 

7 

1 

2 

1 

60 

Bent 

U 

12 

1 

2 

1 

2 

29 

Boulder 

18 

14 

5 

4 

1 

5 

47 

Chaffee 

3 

14 

6 

2 

25 

Cheyenne 

3 

1 

5 

9 

Clear  Creel? 

:  2 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

8 

Conejos 

2 

7 

9 

1 

7 

1 

27 

Costilla 

2 

3 

6 

1 

1 

1 

14 

Crowley 

1 

1 

1 

5 

8 

Custer 

12 

4 

1 

17 

Delta 

5 

1 

2 

1 

4 

11 

Denver 

1 

1 

Dolores 

1 

3 

1 

1 

6 

Douglas 

12 

9 

1 

2 

1 

1 

26 

Eagle 

5 

7 

4 

1 

1 

18 

Elbert 

15 

12 

1 

4 

1 

2 

3 

3 

41 

El  Paso 

12 

3 

3 

4 

2 

1 

8 

33 

Fremont 

5 

8 

1 

1 

2 

1 

2 

10 

30 

Garfield 

0 

10 

4 

2 

4 

36 

Gilpin 

2 

4 

1 

2 

1 

10 

Grand 

10 

4 

1 

1 

16 

Gunnison 

14 

7 

4 

25 

Hinsdale 

2 

1 

• 

3 

Huerfano 

20 

17 

4 

2 

1 

1 

4 

49 

Jackson 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

6 

Jefferson 

10 

7 

4 

1 

5 

2 

8 

45 

Kiowa 

1 

3 

1 

2 

2 

3 

1 

4 

17 

Kit  Carson 

29 

21 

10 

3 

4 

1 

2 

70 

Lake 

3 

2 

1 

2 

0 

La  Plata 

2 

13 

11 

5 

1 

3 

35 

Larimer 

7 

15 

7 

3 

4 

1 

2 

5 

44 

'    I 

i 
.      5 


6 


Of     -.    ■ 


Y;^   t. 
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TABLE 


W 


(continued) 


S? 

*if.ries 

of 

Secretaries 

:R0  or 

:Tot 
■-.No . 

al 

County    ; 

i«20  or 

;20- 

:30- 

:40-. 

:5C 

1- 

:  60- 

:70- 

of 

Less 

:29.99 

:39.99 

:49.99 

:5S 

.99 

:69.99 

: 79.99 

:  over 

:SeG 

retaries* 

Las  /jiimas 

11 

35 

9 

7 

15 

7 

3 

18 

105 

Lincoln 

9 

10 

2 

7 

3 

2 

3 

6 

42 

Logan 

13 

28 

3 

3 

6 

3 

56 

Mesa     4 

0 

11 

3 

2 

5 

4 

3 

36 

Mineral 

1 

2 

3 

Moffat 

21 

5 

2 

1 

29 

Montezuma 

5 

7 

1 

2 

1 

16 

Montrose 

1 

11 

1 

1 

1 

4 

19 

Morgan 

1 

2 

1 

1 

2 

2 

2 

0 

19 

Otero 

2 

2 

5 

1 

2 

6 

18 

Oui?ay 

3 

2 

1 

1 

7 

Park 

14 

4 

1 

19 

Phillips 

20 

8 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

34 

Pitkin 

7 

3 

2 

1 

13 

Prowers 

23 

20 

1 

3 

3 

50 

Pueblo 

7 

18 

2 

1 

6 

3 

8 

45 

Rio  Blanco 

3 

4 

7 

Rio  Grande 

1 

1 

2 

Routt 

21 

10 

2 

1 

3 

4 

41 

Saguache 

3 

5 

2 

2 

3 

15 

San  Juan 

1 

1 

San  Miguel 

3 

4 

1 

1 

1 

3 

13 

Sedgwick 

9 

8 

1 

1 

1 

20 

Summit 

3 

2 

2 

1 

1 

9 

Teller 

2 

1 

2 

1 

6 

Washington 

41 

27 

5 

3 

2 

78 

Weld 

25 

45 

10 

5 

13 

3 

7 

14 

122 

Yuma 

79 

17 

2 

2 

100 

*  Excluding  206  Districts  for  which  data  v;ere  not  available. 
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TABLE  '.C 

SALAEIES  OF  COLORADO  TEACHERS, 
BY  COUNTIES.   1934-35 




-  ' 







Salary  Level 







County 

450: 

600: 

750: 

900: 

1050: 

1200: 

1350: 

1500: 

1650:$ia00 

Number 

Below: 

to  : 

to  : 

to  : 

to  : 

to  : 

to  : 

to  : 

to  : 

to  : 

or 

Teacners 

$450  : 

599: 

749: 

899: 

1049: 

1199: 

1349: 

1499: 

1649: 

1799: 

over 

Tslliad 

Adams 

1 

2 

51 

21 

60 

35 

22 

4 

4 

1 

3 

204 

/^laraosa 

1 

17 

9 

24 

7 

5 

2 

1 

66 

Arapahoe 

1 

30 

13 

25 

12 

27 

22 

14 

1 

4 

149 

Archuleta 

4 

7 

6 

5 

1 

23 

Baca 

67 

17 

6 

11 

1 

1 

103 

Bent 

25 

10 

8 

12 

10 

1 

1 

67 

Boulder 

2 

1 

35 

21 

43 

18 

85 

19 

L4 

9 

11 

269 

Chaffee 

1 

13 

4 

4 

11 

5 

6 

3 

7 

54 

Cheyenne 

14 

4 

8 

6 

3 

1 

1 

37 

Clear  Creel 

c 

1 

4 

1 

4 

8 

5 

3 

1 

27 

Conejos 

28 

8 

37 

8 

4 

3 

2 

1 

91 

Costilla 

2 

23 

5 

3 

1 

34 

Crowley 

17 

17 

3 

4 

2 

1 

2 

46 

Custer 

9 

7 

2 

1 

19 

Delta 

33 

11 

28 

8 

12 

4 

3 

4 

103 

Denver 

Dolores 

1 

5 

2 

1 

9 

Douglas 

17 

3 

15 

2 

2 

1 

1 

1 

42 

Eaple 

2 

14 

11 

7 

7 

7 

2 

3 

3 

56 

Elbert 

2 

51 

6 

6 

1 

2 

68 

El  Paso 

2 

1 

33 

13 

22 

17 

20 

32 

28 

28 

148 

344 

Fremont 

1 

2 

26 

15 

15 

27 

23 

17 

10 

5 

8 

149 

Garfield 

3 

21 

18 

18 

i^ 

11 

5 

4 

1 

5 

88 

Gilpin 

7 

3 

2 

2 

1 

15 

Grand 

1 

8 

2 

8 

1 

1 

1 

1 

25 

Gunnison 

1 

10 

8 

14 

1 

8 

2 

4 

3 

7 

58 

Hinsdale 

2 

1 

3 

Huerfano 

1 

37 

12 

26 

14 

7 

14 

5 

2 

123 

Jackson 

3 

5 

1 

1 

10 

Jefferson 

2 

21 

28 

33 

32 

34 

15 

5 

10 

180 

Kiowa 

19 

9 

7 

2 

3 

1 

1 

42 

Kit  Carson 

1 

65 

12 

11 

7 

3 

1 

3 

103 

Lake 

4 

3 

3 

5 

5 

2 

o 

3 

3 

31 

La  Plata 

1 

2 

28 

23 

10 

21 

12 

4 

^ 
o 

104 

Larimer 

1 

57 

24 

37 

13 

70 

11 

18 

5 

12 

248 

iP^C 


ll 


.>J. 


99 


TABLE  X   (continued) 


County 


; Below: 
;$450  : 


Salary  Lf^vel 


450; 
to  : 
599; 


600: 

750:  900: 

to  : 

to  :  to  : 

749: 

899:1049: 

1050:1200:1350:1500 

to    :    to    :    to    :    to 
1199:1349:1499:1649 


16507|l800  :Nujnber 

to    :      or    : Teachers 
1799:    ovar:Tallied 


Las  Animas 

1 

71 

32 

45 

38 

34 

25 

5 

6 

19 

276 

Lincoln 

45 

12 

12 

5 

8 

2 

84 

Logan 

2 

3 

77 

40 

26 

13 

12 

5 

2 

180 

Mesa 

2 

55 

27 

33 

35 

41 

8 

4 

5 

210 

Mineral 

1 

2 

I 

4 

Moffat 

3 

6 

22 

8 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

45 

Montezuma 

1 

32 

13 

7 

1 

1 

1 

56 

Montroso 

2 

39 

13 

16 

13 

8 

4 

2 

1 

2 

100 

Morgan 

22 

23 

34 

7 

37 

10 

4 

1 

6 

144 

Otero 

2 

26 

31 

49 

26 

21 

5 

1 

2 

5 

168 

Ouray 

1 

1 

6 

2 

4 

2 

16 

Park 

2 

15 

3 

7 

3 

1 

1 

32 

Phillips 

2 

38 

7 

15 

1 

1 

2 

66 

Pitkin 

4 

4 

6 

1 

1 

16 

Prowers 

1 

39 

17 

27 

18 

15 

3 

3 

123 

Pueblo 

3 

51 

30 

69 

44 

63 

42 

31 

44 

56 

433 

Rio  Blanco 

13 

2 

8 

3 

26 

Rio  Grande 

6 

3 

19 

3 

10 

2 

2 

4 

49 

Routis 

7 

27 

9 

23 

5 

8 

1 

2 

3 

85 

Saguache 

11 

10 

8 

6 

2 

4 

1 

2 

44 

San  Juan 

6 

2 

1 

9 

San  Miguel 

2 

10 

1 

2 

3 

18 

Sedgwick 

2 

1 

39 

2 

1 

4 

1 

1 

1 

52 

Summi  t 

5 

4 

2 

1 

12 

Teller 

1 

3 

3 

7 

9 

6 

1 

1 

31 

Washington 

91 

7 

14 

7 

2 

2 

123 

Weld 

2 

1 

135 

90 

104 

47 

84 

11 

15 

5 

14 

508 

Yuma 

102 

3 

30 

5 

4 

1 

1 

146 

Total 


60 


34 


1788   730   1037   580   763   230   216   119   373    6046 


TABLE  Y 


100 


SALARIES  OF  COLOT^ADO  T^CHiPS 
BY  COUNTIES.      1935-36 


Salary  Level 

County 

450 

•600  "^ 

750- 

900 

1050  •; 

L200  ■ ; 

L350- 

L5C0-151;0\ 

;1300 

Nu  Tiber 

Belovr- 

to 

•  to  • 

to' 

to 

to' 

to- 

to" 

to- 

to- 

or 

Te ache re 

.^450  : 

599 

;749  • 

899*; 

L049 

_il9_3_'j 

L349". 

1499;_ 
12 

1549*1799- 
5    2 

over 

4 

Tallied 

Adams 

1 

1 

41 

22 

54 

30 

32 

204 

Alamosa 

22 

9 

19 

9 

13 

■b 

5 

2 

83 

Arapahoe 

1 

26 

19 

31 

19 

28 

35 

18 

2 

4 

183 

Archuleta 

o 

8 

10 

10 

1 

1 

1 

1 

34 

Baca 

2 

95 

26 

8 

3 

3 

137 

Bent 

1 

1 

27 

11 

15 

11 

15 

3 

1 

86 

Boulder 

5 

2 

41  . 

29 

33 

13 

70 

47 

21 

23 

19 

308 

Chaffee 

2 

14 

8 

7 

,14 

5 

7 

2 

1 

7 

GS 

Cheyenne 

22 

11 

7 

3 

1 

1 

50 

Clear  Creek 

1 

4 

4 

o 

\0 

5 

3 

2 

1 

1 

34 

Conejos 

5 

21 

55 

9 

10 

o 

1 

105 

Costilla 

1 

35 

5 

5 

1 

47 

Crowley 

21 

18 

S 

5 

1 

■i 

2 

2 

55 

Custer 

1 

12 

13 

1 

2 

1 

30 

Delta 

1 

38. 

17 

34 

18 

18 

4 

2 

1 

5 

133 

Denver 

Dolores 

11 

3 

5 

19 

Douglas 

1 

20 

4 

19 

3 

2 

1 

1 

1 

52 

Eagle 

IB 

10 

9 

11 

6 

4 

3 

2 

3 

64 

Elbert 

2 

73 

13 

8 

3 

2 

1 

102 

El  Paso 

4 

1 

36 

20 

27 

20 

19 

22 

27 

29 

175 

380 

Fremont 

3 

27 

14 

31 

29 

25 

15 

6 

5 

8 

163 

Garfield 

2 

35 

21 

22 

'-j: 

14 

6 

7 

1 

5 

117 

Gilpin 

1 

1 

6 

3 

4 

2 

4 

1 

22 

Grand 

2 

10 

4 

8 

5 

1 

1 

2 

33 

Gunnison 

1 

11 

8 

15 

1 

10 

2 

4 

3 

7 

62 

Hinsdale 

1 

2 

1 

1 

5 

Huerfano 

2 

12 

33 

OP 

31 

22 

9 

13 

7 

2 

155 

Jackson 

2 

7 

5 

2 

1 

17 

Jefferson 

1 

1 

2-i 

32 

i4 

31 

;i 

19 

7 

10 

210 

Kiowa 

26 

5 

10 

1 

2 

1 

45 

Kit  Carson 

1 

1 

84 

16 

19 

8 

7 

1 

3 

140 

Lake 

1 

1 

1 

2 

6 

■5 

7 

2 

;5 

3 

3 

35 

La  Plate. 

3 

22 

45 

18 

23 

17 

1 

6 

3 

138 

L.'^  rimer 

1 

1 

67 

35 

32 

31 

75 

18 

19 

7 

14 

300 

n^r 


TABLE  I    (Continued) 


10  i 


-"^"^ 

'  "' 

■■'■'■ 

Sfilarv  Level 

■ 

— 

"■   ' 

County 

450 

:  ■SCO 

:  750 

:  900 

:  1050 

;  1200 

:  1350 

:1500 

:16dO: 

33.^500 

:  Numb  or 

Below  : 

to 

:  to 

:  to 

:  to 

:  to 

:  to 

:  to 

:  to 

:  to  : 

or 

iT'jaolier: 

^450   : 

599 

:749 

:899 

:1049 

:1199 

:1349 

:1499 

:1649 

:1799 

over 

-.TLillied 

Las  /jiimas 

1 

2 

85 

43 

59 

42 

38 

31 

8 

8 

:  18 

335 

Lincoln 

58 

16 

22 

9 

3 

9 

2 

112 

Logan 

2 

6 

79 

18 

33 

39 

11 

15 

9 

3 

215 

Mesa 

57 

44 

50 

36 

50 

8 

2 

1 

7 

255 

Mineral 

1 

3 

1 

1 

S 

Moffat 

2 

4 

27 

14 

3 

rr 

2 

1 

1 

61 

Montezuma 

2 

1 

50 

20 

9 

3 

1 

1 

1 

88 

Montrose 

4 

40 

15 

2P 

11 

10 

4 

3 

1 

2 

116 

Morgan 

20 

32 

45 

3 

43 

10 

7 

1 

6 

173 

Otero 

1 

19 

47 

57 

41 

.28 

7 

3 

1 

6 

210 

Ouray- 

1 

9 

3 

4 

5 

2 

24 

Park 

2 

23 

7 

13 

3 

2 

50 

Phillips 

1 

55 

5 

17 

1 

2 

1 

2 

84 

Pitkin 

8 

4 

5 

1 

2 

1 

1 

22 

Prowers 

4 

54 

21 

33 

21 

18 

2 

2 

3 

158 

^ueblo 

1 

3 

42 

44 

57 

53 

58 

80 

28 

i6 

65 

477 

Rio  Blanco 

1 

18 

5 

8 

1 

7 

1 

41 

Rio  Grande 

1 

7 

9 

34 

11 

15 

12 

9 

9 

107 

Routt 

2 

4 

3fi 

14 

34 

8 

8 

3 

2 

1 

4 

116 

Saguache 

3 

1 

14 

15 

11 

8 

5 

2 

3 

2 

65 

San  Juan 

8 

1 

1 

10 

San  Miguel 

1 

13 

4 

7 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

31 

Sedgvjick 

3 

1 

39 

17 

5 

4 

4 

1 

74 

Summit 

5 

11 

1 

1 

18 

Teller 

8 

2 

2 

9 

13 

1 

1 

2 

38 

Washington 

1 

1 

107 

17 

19 

2 

9 

o 

158 

'Veld 

3 

1 

53 

138 

108 

80 

103 

29 

18 

5 

19 

557 

Yuma 

127 

8 

19 

33 

6 

2 

195 

Total 


53 


2   027 


1   252 


qo^ 


PAn 


4^3 


120 


01? 


758 


44: 


151 


119 


TABLE  Z 

SALARIES  OF  TEACHERS  IN  SINGLE  ONE-TEACIISR 
DISTRICTS,  BY  COUNTIES.    1934 


102 


County 


Adams 

Alamosa 

Arapahoe 

Archuleta 

Baca 


Under 
)450 


Salaries  of  Teachers 


450 
524 


525 
599 


600 
674 


1 
20 


675: 

750  : 

825  : 

900  : 

975  : Total 

-  : 

; 

; 

: 

or  : 

749: 

324: 

B99  : 

974  : 

ove  r:  Teacher  r- 

5 
5 
5 
2 
12 


8 
3 
9 

12 
39 


Bent 
Boulder 
Chaffee 
Cheyenne 
Clear  Creek 

Conejos 

Costilla 

Crowley 

Custer 

Delta 


8 


13 
2 

5 


1 
2 


6 

11 

3 


21 

23 

20 

1 

5 

10 
2 
1 

,18 
5 


Denver 

Dolores 

Douglas 

Eagle 

Elbert 

El  Paso 

Fremont 

Garfield 

Gilpin 

Grand 

Gunnison 

Hinsdale 
Huerfano 
Jackson 
Jefferson 

Eiowa 

Kit  Carson 

Lake 

La  Plata 

Larimer 


3 
1 
1 


2 

9 

1 
1 
8 

3 

5 

3 

2 

2 
33 
1 
2 
3 


2 

15 

2 

10 

5 
2 
9 

1 
1 


6 

1 
11 

1 
20 
1 
3 
3 


2 

2 

1 

1 
2 
4 
2 

2 
3 

2 
5 


2 
3 


0 

7 

25 

7 

21 

10 

10 

28 

5 

7 

17 

2 

22 

O 

23 

4 
57 

5 
20 
11 


4 


103 


TABLE  Z   (Continued) 


.__aal£iTie§  o.f  Teachers 
:  525   :  "600  :  575  :•  750 

:  825  :■ 

~90C~ 

:■  975 

County 

Under 

:  4'Bo  ' 

:•  Total 

H50 

; 

: 

: 

: 

: 

:       ; 

■•  or 

..I '224 

:  599 
17 

:  674  . 
11 

:  749 
9 

.L_824 
5 

;  899  : 

6 

.974. 
1 

iQver 
2 

:Teachers 

Las  ,Ajiimas 

10 

9 

70 

Lincoln 

2 

1 

4 

4 

5 

3 

1 

1 

22 

Logan 

1 

5 

20 

1 

27 

Mesa 

1 

1 

5 

7 

Mineral 

1 

1 

Moffat 

9 

3 

2 

3 

3 

1 

2 

23 

Montezuma 

1 

6 

6 

2 

1 

16 

Montrose 

1 

3 

1 

5 

Morgan 

3 

3 

Otero 

2 

1 

3 

Ouray 

1 

2 

1 

4 

Park 

1 

2 

3 

1 

7 

Phillips 

21 

5 

26 

Pitkin 

1 

7 

1 

1 

2 

12 

Provjers 

1 

1 

1 

17 

5 

3 

1 

1 

31 

Pueblo 

6 

5 

8 

2 

21 

Rio  Blanco 

2 

1 

1 

4 

Rio  Grande 

1 

1 

2 

Routt 

4 

1 

2 

4 

9 

8 

J- 

29 

Saguache 

1 

1 

3 

1 

6 

San  Juan 

0 

San  Miguel 

1 

2 

1 

2 

1 

7 

Sedgwick 

3 

15 

18 

Summit 

1 

1 

1 

2 

5 

Teller 

1 

2 

1 

1 

5 

Washington 

1 

38 

14 

3 

1 

57 

Weld 

36 

7 

43 

Yuma 

3 

7 

79 

9 

98 

Total. 

52 

41 

78 

307 

334 

109 

24 

32 

34 

1  Oil 

*   Five  Districts   for  which  data  are  not   available. 


:      'T^ti'rtV'i'- 


'V  *v««»    f  ■■■JWi'  i"T^i^wqf^^ 


01;-.  ,- 


2<Xi.I.l. 


104 


TABLE    A  A 

TYPES   OF   CERTIFICATES   EffiLD  BY  COLORADO 
TEACHERS,    BY  COUNTIES.       1934-35 




1st: 

2nd: 

3rd: 

— — — 



:Elem 

:Honor:FrG- 

:  0"-the~rs'" 





County- 

:Grad 

Grad 

Gr.  : 

Gr.  : 

Gr.  : 

Spl: 

Elem 

:  or 

.-ary 

Grad 

Lim- 

:Speci- 

:Ru- 

:'Iot&l 

:Life 

•_T_omp_ 

_Co_.__: 

Co.  : 

Co.  : 

Temp 

.Life 

:Perm 

Perm 

ited 

:  fy 

:ral 

Adams 

78 

66 

26 

8 

1 

2 

8 

5 

6 

1 

2 

3 

206 

Alamosa 

41 

25 

2 

1 

1 

4 

3 

2 

2 

1 

1 

1 

84 

Arapahoe 

94 

56 

13 

6 

1 

2 

9 

1 

2 

184 

Archuleta 

9 

10 

10 

1 

2 

2 

1 

1 

1 

37 

Baca 

23 

36 

41 

10 

3 

1 

20 

3 

137 

Bent 

24 

16 

34 

1 

7 

2 

2 

1 

87 

Boulder 

151 

86 

19 

4 

1 

2 

16 

3 

3 

2 

18 

1 

311 

Chaffee 

34 

10 

3 

1 

4 

2 

4 

1 

1 

4 

69 

Cheyenne 

14 

15 

11 

1 

1 

4 

1 

2 

49 

Clear  Creek  18 

7 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

33 

Conejos 

30 

21 

25 

7 

3 

2 

1 

1 

2 

92 

Costilla 

19 

8 

8 

2 

4 

1 

1 

1 

3 

47 

Crowley- 

20 

25 

6 

2 

2 

2 

57 

Custer 

12 

3 

5 

1 

2 

3 

1 

3 

30 

Delta 

73 

33 

6 

1 

1 

3 

3 

1 

5 

3 

134 

Denver 

Dolores 

4 

2 

6 

3 

1 

1 

1 

1 

19 

Douglas 

15 

15 

11 

2 

6 

3 

1 

53 

Eagle 

25 

15 

10 

1 

3 

2 

2 

3 

1 

3 

65 

Elbert 

25 

26 

21 

3 

1 

i 

15 

1 

5 

1 

2 

102 

El  Paso 

159 

45 

9 

3 

1 

14 

20 

10 

3 

3 

8 

68 

343 

Fremont 

80 

36 

11 

7 

3 

4 

6 

7 

2 

1 

2 

3 

3 

165 

Garfield 

52 

30 

12 

5 

2 

3 

2 

6 

1 

3 

1 

117 

Gilpin 

6 

8 

5 

1 

20 

Grand 

16 

10 

3 

2 

3 

34 

Gunnison 

25 

30 

4 

1 

1 

3 

64 

Hinsdale 

2 

1 

1 

1 

5 

Huerfano 

45 

34 

40 

7 

3 

7 

2 

2 

5 

1 

3 

5 

155 

Jackson 

5 

3 

1 

1 

4 

1 

1 

1 

17 

Jefferson 

86 

46 

21 

3 

1 

7 

8 

5 

6 

6 

2 

191 

Kiowa 

23 

9 

7 

4 

2 

2 

2 

1 

50 

Kit  Carson 

39 

24 

51 

6 

O 

6 

3 

2 

2 

1 

5 

141 

Lake 

25 

9 

1 

35 

La  Plata 

34 

31 

27 

16 

2 

1 

6 

2 

2 

1 

2 

1 

125 

Larimer 

133 

40 

17 

4 

3 

14 

14 

4 

1 

9_ 

12 

1 

252 

10  b 


TABLE  A  Ai continued) 


:           :1st  :2nd  :3rd:         :           :Elem:Honor:Pre- :           :  Others: 
:Grad:Grad:Gr.  :Gr.  :Gr.  :Spl:Eleiii:    or    :-ary:Grad:Lini- :Speci- :Ru- :  Total 
Life:Tenip:Co.  :Co.  :Co.  :         : Temp: Life :Perm: Perm:  i ted:      fy      :ral: 


County 


Las  Animas 

130 

26 

45 

25 

1 

11 

4 

3 

,1 

21 

12 

3 

282 

Lincoln 

30 

27 

28 

7 

1 

\ 

6 

3 

3 

3 

1 

1 

110 

Logan 

89 

23 

32 

8 

1 

^ 

12 

3 

1 

1 

17 

2 

4 

198 

Mesa 

122 

28 

34 

10 

2 

3 

3 

5 

2 

9 

3 

221 

Mineral 

5 

1 

1 

6 

Moffat 

8 

18 

21 

2 

4 

5 

3 

61 

Montezuma 

23 

27 

19 

5 

8 

1 

4 

2 

2 

2 

93 

Montrose 

56 

13 

11 

2 

z 

4 

1 

2 

8 

2 

1 

102 

Morgan 

79 

23 

22 

2 

;^ 

11 

1 

1 

7 

2 

151 

Otero 

103 

29 

14 

6 

1 

^ 

9 

4 

2 

a 

1 

179 

Ouray 

13 

6 

2 

1 

2 

23 

Park 

17 

11 

12 

o 

2 

2 

2 

1 

50 

Phillips 

21 

21 

25 

4 

2 

2 

8 

83 

Pitkin 

7 

11 

4 

22 

Prowers 

49 

25 

26 

8 

1 

5 

15 

4 

2 

2 

1 

138 

Pueblo 

297 

85 

29 

14 

1 

11 

16 

11 

3 

1 

1 

18 

1 

488 

Rio  Blanco 

13 

5 

8 

1 

3 

1 

1 

1 

33 

Rio  Grande 

59 

33 

1 

2 

1 

1 

4 

1 

3 

1 

106 

Routt 

46 

29 

22 

5 

4 

2 

2 

3 

1 

2 

116 

Saguache 

24 

17 

5 

3 

1 

1 

7 

1 

3 

2 

64 

San  Juan 

3 

5 

1 

1 

10 

San  Miguel 

7 

12 

3 

3 

1 

1 

1 

1 

29 

Sedgwick 

22 

22 

12 

3 

4 

5 

1 

1 

5 

75 

Summit 

5 

5 

4 

4 

18 

Teller 

11 

21 

1 

1 

2 

1 

37 

Washington 

40 

33 

48 

13 

1 

11 

4 

4 

5 

159 

Weld 

408 

122 

33 

9 

1 

15 

8 

8 

13 

26 

1 

19 

663 

Yuma 

53 

48 

61 

4 

1 

12 

2 

3 

1 

1 

9 

195 

Total     3185 

1556 

993 

254 

33 

93 

367 

125 

94 

96 

156 

166 

104 

7222 

.T.;:  . 


S        3S      c;5J  «.? 


o<ti(  'V 


^o ; 


TABLE  ]^  B .. 
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TY^ES   OF  CERTIFICATES  HELD  3Y  COLOR/\.DO   TEACII2RS, 
BY  COUNTIES.        1935-36 


County 


:  :1st  :2nd:  3rd:  :  :Slem:  ■Ionor:Pre-:  : Others 
Crad:Grad:Gr. ;Gr» :Gr. :Spl:Elem:  or  :-ary  :Grad:Lim-:Speci- 
Life:TemT):Co.  :Co.:Co. :    :Tenn:):Life:T'emi.  :Pern:  ited:   fy 


Ru- 
ral 


Total 


Adams 

87 

58 

26 

8 

2 

8 

5 

6 

1 

2 

3 

206 

Alamosa 

43 

24 

4 

1 

3 

3 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

84 

Arapahoe 

99 

50 

12 

3 

2 

9 

2 

1 

3 

1 

182 

Archuleta 

9 

11 

9 

1 

o 

2 

1 

1 

1 

37 

Baca  . 

25 

34 

45 

5 

3 

1 

20 

3 

137 

Bent 

24 

17 

28 

4 

1 

7 

2 

2 

1 

1 

87 

Boulder 

158 

81 

18 

3 

2 

16 

6 

3 

3 

2 

18 

1 

311 

Chaffee 

34 

10 

5 

1 

4 

1 

5 

1 

1 

4 

69 

Cheyenne 

15 

13 

10 

1 

1 

6 

2 

48 

Clear  Cree 

k   19 

6 

2 

1 

S 

1 

1 

1 

33 

Conejos 

33 

25 

23 

11 

5 

2 

1 

1 

1 

5 

107 

Costilla 

19 

8 

10 

4 

1 

1 

1 

3 

47  ' 

Crowley 

21 

24 

6 

2 

1 

1 

2 

57 

Custer 

12 

3 

4 

2 

2 

3 

1 

3 

30 

Delta 

81 

30 

5 

1 

2 

3 

1 

2 

4 

3 

132 

Denver 

Dolores 

4 

2 

7 

2 

1 

1 

1 

1 

19 

Douglas 

15 

15 

10 

3 

7 

3 

1 

55 

Eagle 

25 

15 

10 

1 

4 

2 

2 

2 

1 

3 

65 

Elbe-t 

26 

25 

22 

2 

1 

1 

15 

1 

5 

1 

2 

102 

El  Paso 

178 

52 

10 

7 

15 

26 

12 

4 

10 

66 

3 

384 

Fremont 

86 

31 

10 

6 

4 

4 

6 

8 

2 

2 

3 

3 

165 

Garfield 

53 

29 

14 

3 

2 

3 

2 

6 

1 

3 

1 

.117 

Gilpin 

6 

8 

6 

1 

21 

Grand 

17 

9 

2 

3 

3 

34 

Gunnison 

27 

27 

4 

1 

1 

1 

3 

64 

Hinsdale 

2 

1 

1 

1 

5 

Huerfano 

47 

32 

40 

6 

4 

5 

4 

2 

5 

1 

3 

5 

155 

Jackson 

5 

2 

1 

2 

1 

4 

1 

1 

1 

18 

Jefferson  - 

95 

53 

20 

3 

7 

9 

6 

7 

3 

7 

2 

212 

Kiowa 

22 

9 

7 

5 

3 

2 

2 

1 

51 

Kit  Carson 

40 

23 

51 

5 

2 

7 

3 

2 

2 

1 

5 

141 

Lake 

26 

8 

1 

35 

La'Plata 

37 

28 

29 

14 

2 

1 

5 

3 

2 

1 

2 

1 

125 

Le  rimer 

159 

53 

20 

2 

6 

18 

14 

4 

2 

15 

12 

3 

308 

107 


TABLE B  B( Continued) 


1st: 

2nd: 

3rd: 

Slem: 

Honor 

.Pre-: 

Otiiers 

~ 

i       County 

Grad: 

Grad 

Gr.: 

Gr.: 

Gr;  : 

Spl: 

Elera: 

or  : 

-ary 

: Grad : 

Lim- : 

Speci- 

:Ru- 

: Total 

Life: 

Temp 

Co.: 

Co.: 

Co;  : 

Temp: 

Life: 

Perm. 

: Pe  rm : 

ited: 

fy 

:ral 

j     Las  Animas 

145 

35 

57 

35 

2 

9 

5 

6 

14 

22 

14 

6 

350 

Lincoln 

34 

25 

27 

5 

1 

7 

3 

3 

3 

1 

1 

110 

j     Logan 

101 

35 

33 

8 

3 

7 

14 

3 

1 

2 

17 

2 

6 

232 

Mesa 

131 

39 

42 

10 

1 

5 

3 

5 

6 

10 

3 

1 

256 

Mineral 

4 

1 

1 

6 

Moffat 

8 

18 

21 

1 

1 

4 

5 

2 

1 

61 

Montezuma 

24 

26 

19 

5 

8 

1 

4 

2 

2 

2 

93 

Montrose 

60 

15 

11 

2 

3 

3 

2 

2 

1 

9 

2 

1 

111 

Morgan 

88 

32 

22 

3 

1 

3 

14 

1 

4 

8 

2 

178 

Otero 

121 

43 

15 

6 

1 

5 

9 

5 

2 

9 

3 

219 

Ouray 

13 

6 

2 

1 

1 

23 

Park 

18 

10 

11 

3 

2 

2 

2 

1 

49 

PhilliT)s 

23 

19 

25 

4 

1 

1 

2 

8 

83 

Pitkin 

8 

8 

3 

3 

22 

Prowers 

52 

37 

26 

9 

1 

6 

16 

6 

2 

2 

2 

3 

158 

Pueblo 

306 

77 

30 

12 

1 

11 

13 

14 

3 

1 

1 

18 

1 

488 

Rio  Blanco 

16 

6 

10 

5 

1 

2 

1 

41 

Rio  Grande 

61 

31 

1 

2 

1 

2 

4 

1 

3 

1 

107 

Routt 

46 

29 

20 

5 

1 

5 

2 

2 

1 

1 

3 

115 

Saguache 

26 

15 

5 

3 

1 

1 

6 

2 

3 

2 

64 

Scji  Juan 

4 

4 

1 

1 

10 

San  Miguel 

7 

11 

4 

4 

1 

1 

1 

2 

31 

Sedgwick 

22 

22 

14 

1 

4 

5 

1 

1 

5 

75 

Summit 

4 

6 

4 

4 

18 

Teller 

11 

20 

1 

2 

2 

1 

37 

Washington 

41 

32 

50 

10 

1 

10 

1 

4 

4 

5 

158 

Weld' 

418 

116 

31 

9 

1 

12 

9 

8 

11 

26 

1 

21 

663 

Yuma 

54 

47 

61 

4 

1 

12 

2 

3 

1 

1 

9 

195 

Total     3  395 

.1 

017 

40 

373 

98 

175 

126 

1 

581 

252 

111 

151 

112 

168 

7 

600 

TABLE  CC 

DEGREES  HELD  BY  COLORADO  TEACHERS, 
BY  COUNTIES.   1934-35 


lOB 


County 


No 
Degree 


B.  A.  :  M.  A.:B.B.A.  :B.E.  :B.M 


:B.Pd. 
:and 
B.S. :M.Pd. 


M.S, :Pd.B 


Ph.  D.: 
or  : 
Ed. D: Other 


Adams 

85 

63 

10 

Alamosa 

33 

28 

6 

Arapahoe 

48 

66 

14 

Archuleta 

17 

4 

1 

Baca 

66 

22 

4 

Bent 

43 

16 

5 

Boulder 

99 

119 

37 

Chaffee 

32 

12 

4 

Cheyenne 

23 

6 

1 

Clear  Creek 

10 

15 

4 

Conejos 

47 

17 

2 

Costilla 

27 

6 

Crowley 

20 

20 

4 

Custer 

15 

4 

Delta 

45 

44 

6 

Denver 

Dolores 

14 

2 

1 

Douglas 

33 

16 

2 

Eagle 

41 

19 

5 

Elbert 

67 

27 

3 

El  Paso 

132 

132 

33 

Fremont 

76 

59 

10 

Garfield 

51 

36 

3 

Gilpin 

9 

8 

Grand 

17 

12 

4 

Gunnison 

25 

25 

13 

Hinsdale 

2 

2 

Huerfano 

100 

34 

3 

Jackson 

10 

7 

Jefferson 

81 

80 

12 

Kiowa 

29 

17 

2 

Kit  Carson 

93 

40 

5 

Lake 

9 

17 

4 

La  Plata 

81 

29 

1 

Larimer 

118 

79 

14 

15 
1 

22 
2 
4 

4 
25 
4 
6 
1 


3 
6 
2 

11 
33 


3  1 
1 

4  1 


1 

4 
I 
5 

1 
1 
6 
3 

2 

1 
4 

1 
1 

1 

18 

4 

10 

1 

11 

1 

14 

10 

1 

5 

2 

3 

1 

1 

1 
4 

1 

3 

1 

10 

6 

1 

17 

2 

3 

3 

1    7 


2 

4 

1 

1 
9 
1 
2 
2 


17 
2 
8 
2 
1 
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TABLE  CC  (continued) 


County- 


No 
Degree 


B.  A. 


M.  A. 


B.B.A 


B.E. 


B.M. 


:     :B.Pd. 

:and 
:B.S»  :M.Pd, 


M.S. :Pd.B 


Ph.D: 
or  : 
Ed.D:Other 


Las  Animas 

194 

45 

15 

1 

Lincoln 

63 

30 

6 

Logan 

111 

62 

10 

1 

Mesa 

Mineral 

86 

1 

84 
5 

7 

Moffat 

45 

10 

3 

Montezuma 

56 

28 

1 

Montrose 

57 

27 

5 

Morgan 

72 

58 

14 

Otero 

80 

77 

14 

Ouray- 

10 

12 

2 

Park 

25 

18 

2 

Phillips 

48 

24 

2 

Pitkin 

9 

7 

3 

Prowers 

81 

28 

5 

Pueblo 

224 

193 

35 

Rio  Blanco 

21 

8 

1 

Rio  Grande 

31 

59 

3 

Routt 

55 

43 

5 

Saguache 

36 

17 

1 

San  Juan 

2 

7 

1. 

San  Miguel 

17 

11 

1 

Sedgwick 

43 

20 

6 

Summit 

8 

8 

Teller 

9 

18 

2  . 

Washington 

117 

32 

4 

Weld 

255 

301 

64 

Yuma 

129 

48 

9 

1 

2 

1 
1 

12 
12 

11 

1 

2 

1 

1 

16 
4 

28 

1 

1 

7 
8 

2 

1 

1 

9 

3 

2 

1 
1 

14 
1 

4 

1 

1 

1 

2 

9 

1 

1 

3 

1 

1 

3 

21 

1 

3 

3 

4 
1 

40 

1 

1 

2 

2 

1 

12 

2 

2 

1 

10 
8 

2 
8 

1 

1 
2 

2 

1 

2 

1 

7 
7 

3 

7 

43 

9 

3 

1 

18 

1 

2 
2 

2 

1 


Total 


3483   2363    434 


61   43   520   61 


44 


128    16  108 


Pi 


n 

et? 

ac 

re 

I    :■ 

t. 

ed 

1*» 

CJ^ 

i 

.Tf 

X 

< 

X 

_; 

a 

*     I 


■  ^ 

■<!»^:; 

■58 

TABLE    DD 

DEGREES  PiELD  BY  COLORADO   TEACHERS, 
BY  COUNTIES.         1935-36 


110 


County 


:B.^d 

:Ph.D: 

:  No.   : 

:  and 

:      :  or  : 

: Degree :B. A. :M.A. 

:B.B.A. 

:B.E. 

:B.'%:B.S. 

:M.Pc?. 

:M.S. 

:Pd.B.:Ed.D: 

Others 


Adams 

102 

77 

12 

Alamosa 

39 

35 

6 

Arapahoe 

59 

86 

19 

Archuleta 

22 

7 

1 

Baca 

88 

33 

7 

Bent 

50 

24 

5 

Boulder 

108 

■137 

40 

Chaffee 

41 

15 

4 

Cheyenne 

30 

10 

1 

Clear  Creek 

14 

16 

5 

Conejos 

72 

24 

2 

Costilla 

36 

9 

Crowley 

24 

25 

4 

Custer 

21 

7 

Delta 

55 

57 

8 

Denver 

Dolores 

14 

2 

1 

Douglas 

33 

16 

2 

Eagle 

41 

19 

5 

Elbert 

67 

27 

3 

El  Paso 

141 

152 

35 

Fremont 

76 

59 

10 

Garfield 

51 

36 

3 

Gilpin 

•9 

8 

Grand 

17 

12 

4 

Gunnison 

25 

26 

15 

Hinsdale 

2 

2 

Huerfano 

100 

34 

3 

Jackson 

10 

7 

Jefferson 

89 

90 

13 

Kiowa 

29 

17 

2 

Kit  Carson 

93 

40 

5 

Lake 

9 

17 

4 

La  Plata 

81 

29 

1 

Larimer 

136 

101 

19 

4 
2 


1  18 

2  5 
2  21 
1          4 

12 


5 
34 
5 
6 
1 

5 
1 

4 
1 

n 


1 
1 

'  6 
3 

21 
11 
10 

3 

1 


10 
18 

3 

6 
2 

11 
41 


3 

1 

4 

1 

1 

1 

3 

1 

4 
1 

1 

2 

1 

2 

8 

3 

14 

1 

1 

1 

1 

3 

2 

1 

1 

2 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 
1 

1 

5 

1 

4 

1 

1 

1 

10 

1        14 

5  2 

1 


1 

3 
1 

7        10 


16 
2 
8 
2 
1 


TABLE  DD  (Continued] 


111 


B.Pd.  : 

:Ph.D 



County 

:  No. 

and   : 

:  or 

' 

: Degree 

:B.A.: 

M.A.:B 

.B.A. 

:B.E.:B 

•M.: 

B.S.: 

M.Pd.  : 

M.S 

;Pd.B. 
6 

:Sd.D 

Others 

Las  Animas 

235 

63 

17 

1 

2 

2 

15 

1 

2 

2 

Lincoln 

62 

32 

6 

1 

12 

1 

2 

Logan 

124 

78 

10 

1 

1 

18 

8 

5 

Mesa 

101 

99 

8 

1 

19 

28 

3 

5 

Mineral 

:  1 

5 

Moffat 

45 

10 

3 

1 

4 

1 

Montezuma 

55 

28 

1 

1 

7 

2 

1 

2 

1 

Montrose 

60 

31 

5 

1 

8 

7 

4 

Morgan 

83 

68 

17 

1 

15 

4 

Otero 

89 

96 

14 

3 

1 

22 

4 

2 

3 

Ouray 

10 

12 

2 

1 

1 

Park 

25 

19 

1 

1 

1 

1 

Phillips 

48 

24 

2 

2 

9 

1 

2 

Pitkin 

9 

7 

3 

1 

3 

1 

1 

Prowers 

87 

34 

6 

1 

4 

27 

1 

4 

3 

Pueblo 

824 

193 

35 

3 

4 

40 

1 

2 

5 

1 

2 

Rio  Blanco 

25 

10 

2 

1 

3 

1 

1 

Rio  Grande 

32 

59 

3 

2 

1 

12 

2 

2 

Routt 

53 

44 

5 

2 

10 

1 

1 

1 

2 

Saguache 

36 

17 

1 

8 

2 

3 

San  Juan 

2 

7 

1 

1 

San  Miguel 

17 

11 

1 

2 

1 

Sedgwick 

43 

20 

6 

8 

Summit 

8 

8 

2 

1 

1 

Teller 

9 

18 

2 

2 

1 

7 

1 

Washington 

116 

32 

4 

7 

Weld 

255 

303 

65 

3 

7 

43 

9 

3 

8 

7 

Yuma 

129 

48 

9 

1 

18 

1 

Total 

3  768 

2  632 

468 

7 

70 

49 

605 

61 

52 

131 

18 

129 

lei 


t^i 


01 


■'se 
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TABLE  EE 

COLLEGES  GRANTING  DEGREES  TO  COLORADO  TEilCHERS, 
BY  COUNTIES.   1934-35 


:C. S.C.Ed. :  C.  U.  :G.A.C. 
County   :  Greeley  : Boulder : Aggie 


C.C. 


:A.S.T.C:VJ.S.T.C.  :      : 
D.U.  :  Alamosa :  Gumi  son  :G.W.C:  Misc. 


Adams 

23 

i-.lsmosa 

4 

^.rapahoe 

34 

Archuleta 

1 

Baca 

6 

Bent 

9 

Boulder 

34 

Chaffee 

4 

Cheyenne 

3 

Clear  Creek 

6 

Conejos 

5 

Costilla 

1 

Crowley 

6 

Custer 

3 

Delta 

10 

Denver 

Dolores 

1 

Douglas 

4 

Eagle 

11 

Elbert 

15 

El  Paso 

63 

Fremont 

31 

Garfield 

18 

Gilpin 

4 

Grand 

9 

Gunnison 

Hinsdale 

2 

Huerfano 

10 

Jackson 

£ 

Jefferson 

31 

Kiowa 

10 

Kit  Carson 

18 

Lake 

6 

La  Plata 

10 

Larimer 

47 

16 
4 

15 
1 
1 

3 
64 
5 
2 
7 

1 

7 

6 


1 
7 
3 
2 

21 

10 

3 

5 

3 


1 
7 
1 
3 
1 


1 
1 
2 

7 
4 

6 


1 

1 

15 

4 

3 

18 

7 

1 

8 

1 

7 

1 

5 

1 

18 

28 

3 

1 

1 

2 

57 
4 
3 


19 

26 
2 

1 


2 

1 
4 

5 
8 
3 

1 


2 

1 

26 

1 
4 
3 
5 

8 


2 

4 


1 

1 

25 


20 
4 


19 
13 
19 
5 
19 

9 
49 
8 
6 
6 

3 

1 
7 


3 
9 
9 
9 

64 

28 

24 

2 

3 

18 

18 

2 

27 

7 
12 

6 
23 

26 


113 


TABLE  EE  (continued) 


:C. S.C.Ed. :  C.  U.  :C.A.C: 
County   :  Greeley  :  Boulder  :Ag-r.ie  :  C.C, 


D.U. 


:A.S.T.C;Vi[.S.T.C.  : 
:i-lamosa:Gunnison:C.W.C  :Mlsc, 


Las  Animas 

28 

Lincoln 

E2 

Logan 

44 

Mesa 

26 

Mineral 

Moffat 

Montezuma 

7 

Montrose 

7 

Morgan 

35 

Otero 

36 

Ouray 

1 

Park 

8 

Phillips 

17 

Pitkin 

3 

Prowers 

3 

Pueblo 

98 

Rio  Blanco 

7 

Rio  Grande 

21 

Routt 

20 

Saguache 

10 

San  Juan 

1 

San  Miguel 

1 

Sedg^vick 

14 

Summit 

2 

Teller 

2 

Washington 

14 

Weld 

276 

Yuma 

24 

12 

3 

1 

4 

4 

13 

6 

8 

2 

7 

3 

1 

4 

2 

6 

3 

1 

1 

2 

3 

12 

4 

1 

14 

3 

2 

1 

1 

1 

5 

1 

1 

2 

3 

3 

1 

5 

6 

1 

46 

12 

14 

3 

14 

6 

5 

16 

2 

3 

6 

1 

2 

3 

5 

3 

2 

1 

7 

4 

8 

9 

1 

29 

17 

5 

7 

8 

1 

2 
1 
1 
2 

12 


2 
1 
3 

16 

6 
5 
2 


5 
18 
10 


45 
1 


7 

16 

3 

6 

8 
2 

2 

4 

14 
3 
7 
3 
5 

2 
3 


26 
16 
22 
36 


9 

14 
16 
24 
27 


4 

14 
5 

27 

70 

1 

14 

16 

1 

1 
6 
9 
4 
6 

8 

66 

23 


Total 


1168 


502 


194 


146 


248 


29 


239 


926 
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TABLE    FF 

COLLEGES  GRANTING  DEGREES  TO  COLORADO   TEACHERS, 
BY  COUNTIES.         1935-36 


:C.S.C,Ed. 

:  C.U. 

:C.A.C: 

■  "' 

--  •" 

:A.S.T.C 

.Vif.S.T.C: 

» 

County 

: Greeley 

: Boulder 

: Aggie: 

C.C. 

:  D.U. 

: Alamosa 

. Gunnisoh:C  .Y/.C. 

:Misc. 

Adams 

24 

17 

7 

1 

26 

26 

Alamosa 

4 

7 

5 

1 

8 

4 

16 

Arapahoe 

43 

16 

6 

2 

31 

2 

26 

Archuleta 

2 

1 

1 

2 

9 

Baca 

9 

3 

1 

1 

1 

2 

33 

Bent 

13 

'  3 

2 

3 

2 

1      1 

10 

Boulder 

42 

80 

7 

2 

10 

4 

54 

Chaffee 

6 

5 

1 

1 

4 

9 

Cheyenne 

4 

3 

4 

1 

8 

Clear  Creek 

8 

7 

1 

7 

Conejos 

6 

4 

2 

1 

1 

9 

3 

8 

Costilla 

1 

1 

7 

2 

Crowley 

6 

9 

1 

4 

2 

3 

8 

Custer 

6 

1 

1      1 

Delta 

14 

13 

5 

4 

2 

31 

10 

Denver 

Dolores 

1 

1 

3 

Douglas 

4 

7 

1 

1 

2 

9 

Eagle 

11 

3 

1 

1 

1 

9 

Elbert 

15 

2 

2 

2 

4 

1 

2 

9 

El  Paso 

69 

18 

9 

65 

7 

2 

69 

Fremont 

31 

10 

4 

4 

8 

5 

28 

Garfield 

18 

3 

6 

3 

3 

9 

24 

Gilpin 

4 

5 

1 

2 

Grand 

9 

3 

2 

3 

Gunnison 

1 

1 

2 

20 

18 

Hinsdale 

2 

Huerfano 

10 

15 

4 

3 

1 

2 

4 

18 

Jackson 

2 

3 

2 

Jefferson 

34 

18 

8 

1 

31 

5 

28 

Kiowa 

10 

1 

1 

1 

2 

7 

Kit  Carson 

18 

8 

1 

1 

4 

2 

12 

Lake 

5 

7 

1 

1 

3 

2 

6 

La  Plata 

10 

5 

1 

1 

5 

2 

23 

Larimer 

61 

22 

27 

4 

8 

4 

39 

115 

TABLE  FF( Continued} 


:C, S.C.Ed.:  G.U.   :C.A.C.:      :       :A.S.T.C .  :  V/.S.T.C  : 
County   r^reeley   : Boulder: Aggie  :  C.C*  :D.U.   :Alamosa  : Gunnison : C » W. C :Misc 

2  4  1  6  31, 
2  16 

15  .27 
8               7                                   49  43 

1 

2  9 

111                     V  14 

3  1  18  19 
12  3  28 
2            13                                     9  34 

11  8 

12  2  4 
2  14 
1                                     2  5 

16  1                     4  34 

14             16                                     14  70 

3  3 

5              6               3                     7  14 

5                                     3  16 

12               15  1 

1                                     2  1 

13  6 

9 

4 

1  6 


Las  Animas 

38 

Lincoln 

24 

Logan 

51 

Lies  a 

29 

Mineral 

Moffat 

Montezuma 

7 

Montrose 

7 

Morgan 

42 

Otero 

43 

Ouray 

1 

Park 

8 

Phillips 

17 

Pitkin 

3 

Proxvers 

4 

Pueblo 

98 

Rio  Blanco 

8 

Rio  Grpjide 

21 

Routt 

21 

Saguache 

10 

San  Juan 

1 

San  Miguel 

1 

Sedgwick 

14 

Suimnit 

2 

Teller 

2 

Washington 

14 

Weld 

279 

Yuma 

24 

16 

5 

4 

4 

17 

10 

10 

4 

3 

1 

4 

2 

6 

3 

2 

2 

18 

5 

26 

4 

1 

1 

5 

1 

2 

3 

3 

1 

6 

7 

46 

12 

3 

1 

14 

6 

16 

2 

3 

6 

2 

3 

5 

3 

2 

7 

4 

9 

30 

17 

7 

8 

1  8 

4  66 

23 

Total     1  272        570    223    158    277     39       267      2  1  040 


1 

1 

1 

8 

1 

5 

5 

18 

1 

10 

!-.{ 


A^- 


TABLE  GO 

TOTAL  EXPERIENCE  OF  COLORADO  TEACHERS, 
BY  COUNTIES.   1934-35 


116 


:  Number  : 
:    of    : 

.  -  ■  —--—.— 

Tot 

al  Exp 

erience  of: 

' 

County- 

: 

:      '. 

: 

: 

: 

.21  or 

: Teachers: 

1  year 

:   2 

:   3   : 

4  : 

5  : 

6-10 

:  11-15 

16-20 

.over 

Adams 

334 

62 

41 

45 

40 

32 

84 

22 

7 

1 

Alamosa 

124 

22 

19 

21 

19 

8 

25 

10 

Arapahoe 

279 

51 

43 

33 

33 

26 

70 

16 

7 

Archuleta 

48 

6 

8 

8 

8 

2 

11 

3 

1 

1 

Baca 

157 

36 

26 

25 

18 

15 

22 

10 

4 

1 

Bent 

115 

35 

17 

18 

17 

4 

19 

4 

1 

Boulder 

500 

72 

59 

48 

50 

43 

126 

56 

21 

25 

Chaffee 

84 

15 

12 

5 

12 

9 

22 

3 

5 

1 

Cheyenne 

60 

11 

11 

9 

7 

5 

13 

4 

Clear  Cree 

k   51 

12 

7 

9 

8 

4 

10 

1 

Conejos 

108 

33 

16 

15 

6 

9 

22 

7 

Costilla 

51 

9 

8 

6 

6 

4 

13 

3 

2 

Crowley 

66 

26 

4 

10 

3 

7 

10 

5 

1 

Custer 

36 

7 

7 

4 

1 

9 

5 

1 

2 

Delta 

160 

19 

19 

22 

27 

21 

41 

8 

3 

Denver 

Dolores 

14 

4 

3 

1 

1 

2 

2 

1 

Douglas 

81 

16 

15 

12 

8 

8 

18 

3 

1 

Eagle 

87 

19 

13 

14 

11 

4 

14 

10 

2 

Elbert 

100 

25 

15 

16 

11 

11 

16 

4 

2 

El  Paso 

648 

62 

80 

61 

48 

43 

141 

104 

39 

70 

Fremont 

255 

38 

29 

28 

24 

19 

75 

26 

7 

9 

Garfield 

140 

29 

23 

13 

19 

7 

35 

8 

3 

3 

Gilpin 

24  . 

4 

5 

1 

2 

8 

2 

1 

1 

Grand 

39 

10 

3 

5 

4 

6 

8 
1 

1 

1 

1 

Gunnison 

62 

10 

10 

8 

5 

8 

1 
18 

2 

1 

Hinsdale 

8 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

1 

1 

Huerfano 

216 

33 

29 

33 

20 

19 

56 

15 

5 

6 

Jackson 

14 

1 

2 

2 

2 

2 

4 

1 

Jefferson 

318 

59 

43 

51 

35 

28 

72 

21 

5 

4 

Kiowa 

75 

12 

11 

13 

8 

5 

20 

6 

Kit  Carson 

170 

40 

31 

29 

23 

12 

25 

6 

3 

1 

Lake 

49 

11 

8 

2 

5 

2 

12 

7 

2 

La  Plata 

168 

32 

20 

17 

24 

13 

42 

15 

1 

4 

Larimer 

478 

68 

58 

55 

43 

38 

123 

51 

24 

18 
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Number  : 
of    :" 

Tot 

al  Exp 

erience  of: 

■  ' 

County 

;      ; 

; 

: 

: 

i21  or 

Teachers: 

1  year 

:   2 

:  3  ; 

4   : 

5 

;  6-10 

:11-15 

16-20 

:  oyer 

Las  Animas 

452 

87 

52 

54 

45 

27 

111 

49 

17 

10 

Lincoln 

136 

37 

19 

20 

19 

11 

18 

6 

6 

Logan 

308 

72 

44 

40 

37 

13 

62 

27 

6 

7 

Mesa 

174 

25 

20 

19 

14 

18 

43 

20 

8 

7 

Mineral 

6 

2 

2 

1 

1 

Moffat 

73 

16 

10 

5 

7 

9 

15 

5 

3 

3 

Montezuma 

93 

31 

13 

8 

11 

2 

10 

10 

7 

1 

Montrose 

172 

33 

29 

24 

21 

16 

32 

12 

5 

Morgan 

200 

34 

19 

34 

20 

20 

51 

17 

2 

3 

Otero 

286 

50 

33 

39 

42 

18 

59 

28 

9 

8- 

Ouray 

29 

10 

3 

6 

2 

4 

3 

1 

Park 

66 

4 

11 

12 

8 

8 

17 

6 

Phillips 

104 

31 

17 

8 

12 

13 

19 

4 

Pitkin 

30 

5 

5 

5 

7 

2 

4 

2 

Prowers 

101 

23 

7 

11 

20 

14 

21 

5 

Pueblo 

711 

70 

63 

65 

69 

55 

195 

98 

39 

57 

Rio  Blanco 

38 

13 

5 

7 

5 

6 

1 

1 

Rio  Grande 

80 

19 

14 

14 

8 

3 

15 

4 

1 

2 

Routt 

124 

39 

14 

10 

13 

10 

29 

D 

2 

1 

Saguache 

65 

16 

14 

6 

3 

5 

13 

5 

3 

San  Juan 

14 

1 

2 

8 

2 

1 

3 

2 

San  Miguel 

24 

4 

4 

2 

5 

2 

4 

2 

1 

Sedgwick 

85 

23 

14 

9 

9 

8 

17 

5 

Summit 

21 

4 

4 

3 

3 

2 

3 

1 

1 

Teller 

34 

6 

7 

3 

2 

5 

9 

2 

Washington 

137 

34 

24 

21 

11 

10 

25 

7 

5 

T/Teld 

8E0 

119 

129 

118 

85 

73 

184 

71 

33 

8 

Yuma 

99 

14 

15 

15 

7 

9 

26 

8 

4 

1 

Total 

9  587   1 

712    1 

283 

1  201  1 

034 

771 

2  180 

842 

304 

260 

118 


TABI£  JiTI 

TOTAL  EXPERIENCE  OF  COLORADO  TEACHERS, 
.  BY  COUNTIES.      1935-35 


County 

Number 
of 

Tot 

al  Experience  of 

: 

■ 

: 

I 

: 

; 

21  or 

Teachers 

1  year: 

2   : 

3   : 

4   : 

5   : 

5-10 

11-15: 

15-20 

over 

Adams 

355 

65 

49 

37 

40 

35 

99 

22 

7 

1 

Alamosa 

134 

27 

17 

17 

13 

14 

28 

15 

2 

1 

Arapahoe 

318 

58 

49 

28 

38 

35 

84 

23 

7 

2 

Archuleta 

58 

,   14 

6 

6 

5 

4 

19 

2 

1 

1 

Baca 

213 

47 

36 

28 

22 

23 

38 

12 

4 

3 

Bent 

138 

30 

14 

25 

21 

10 

26 

10 

2 

Boulder 

802 

111 

52 

55 

62 

57 

212 

124 

46 

63 

Chaffee 

114 

25 

13 

8 

11 

11 

32 

8 

5 

1 

Cheyenne 

86 

19 

11 

15 

6 

11 

17 

7 

Clear  Creek 

56 

11 

12 

9 

7 

1 

14 

1 

1 

Conejos 

136 

31 

25 

17 

7 

13 

30 

12 

1 

Costilla 

69 

17 

11 

8 

8 

5 

16 

1 

2 

1 

Crowley 

86 

37 

11 

5 

7 

6 

13 

6 

1 

Custer 

47 

8 

4 

7 

2 

4 

13 

5 

2 

2 

Delta 

198 

38 

25 

25 

20 

25 

51 

11 

2 

1 

Denver 

Dolores 

27 

7 

2 

6 

1 

1 

4 

3 

3 

Douglas 

94 

13 

23 

14 

8 

9 

22 

4 

1 

Eagle 

103 

24 

14 

12 

13 

9 

15 

13 

1 

2 

Elbert 

141 

31 

25 

22 

15 

16 

23 

5 

3 

1 

El  Paso 

709 

81 

69 

66 

55 

44 

158 

108 

50 

78 

Fremont 

281 

44 

32 

29 

26 

20 

81 

28 

12 

9 

Garfield 

184 

52 

22 

18 

17 

16 

39 

13 

5 

2 

Gilpin 

37 

9 

4 

5 

5 

1 

7 

4 

2 

Grand 

53 

17 

7 

3 

7 

8 

7 

1 

2 

1 

Gunnison 

91 

17 

12 

11 

9 

10 

20 

11 

1 

Hinsdale 

7 

1 

1 

2 

2 

1 

Huerfano 

249 

50 

26 

29 

20 

24 

68 

20 

6 

6 

Jackson 

29 

8 

4 

4 

3 

1 

7 

2 

Jefferson 

358 

63 

58 

35 

54 

34 

86 

27 

5 

5 

Kiowa 

67 

8 

10 

10 

9 

8 

15 

7 

Kit  Carson 

217 

52 

33 

32 

27 

20 

39 

8 

5 

1 

Lake 

50 

8 

10 

3 

2 

2 

14 

9 

1 

1 

La  Plata 

220 

52 

29 

22 

19 

22 

47 

21 

3 

5 

Larimer 

572 

95 

74 

63 

51 

40 

138 

51 

28 

22 

119 


TABLE  HH( Continued) 


County 

Number 
of 

Total  Expe] 

[•ience 

of: 

: 

: 

: 

: 

* 

: 

; 

: 

21  or 

Teachers 

1  year: 

2   : 

3   : 

4   : 

5   : 

6-10: 

11-15: 

16-20 : 

over 

Las  Animas 

550 

112 

71 

51 

50 

■11 

127 

62 

25 

11 

Lincoln 

167 

31 

32 

15 

24 

18 

29 

11 

6 

1 

Logan 

368 

86 

61 

34 

38 

36 

62 

34 

7 

10 

Mesa 

396 

67 

55 

38 

36 

34 

98 

33 

13 

17 

Mineral 

8 

2 

1 

1 

1 

2 

1 

Moffat 

98 

25 

12 

4 

10 

8 

26 

6 

5 

2 

Montezuma 

130 

34 

25 

14 

9 

6 

20 

10 

10 

2 

Montrose 

202 

36 

34 

26 

19 

21 

46 

10 

9 

1 

Morgan 

273 

55 

29 

34 

33 

28 

67 

25 

3 

4 

Otero 

344 

65 

57 

26 

48 

29 

70 

31 

10 

3 

Ouray 

38 

8 

7 

5 

7 

1 

8 

1 

1 

Park 

53 

16 

5 

6 

9 

7 

15 

5 

Phillips 

133 

36 

29 

9 

10 

11 

31 

5 

2 

Pitkin 

33 

2 

7 

6 

9 

4 

7 

3 

Prowers 

252 

60 

35 

20 

31 

25 

68 

17 

2 

3 

Pueblo 

796 

109 

63 

50 

52 

55 

209 

121 

45 

61 

Rio  Blanco 

57 

14 

11 

9 

5 

5 

8 

3 

1 

1 

Rio  Grande 

173 

37 

30 

17 

21 

18 

36 

3 

3 

3 

Routt 

183 

52 

35 

8 

19 

13 

42 

9 

2 

3 

Saguache 

87 

24 

15 

8 

6 

8 

17 

6 

3 

San  Juan 

18 

4 

3 

3 

2 

1 

2 

3 

San  Miguel 

29 

6 

3 

1 

4 

6 

4 

4 

1 

Sedgwick 

107 

23 

20 

14 

6 

12 

27 

5 

Summit 

29 

4 

6 

6 

2 

2 

5 

o 

1 

Teller 

53 

16 

7 

5 

2 

4 

15 

O 

1 

P/ashington 

251 

65 

35 

37 

29 

20 

45 

12 

8 

'■■'/eld 

1 

013 

182 

145 

122 

101 

88 

240 

79 

45 

11 

Yuma 

292. 

75 

36 

35 

23 

34 

66 

22 

10 

1 

Total 

12 

472 

1 

568 

1 

221 

2 

877 

424 

2  415 

]_ 

289 

1 

085 

1  139 

35i 
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